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copy of the Repouts made by the Inspector appointed to inquire into the late 
• Election of Gitardians for the New Ross Electoral Division. 



(No. 6685 — 60. — New Ross Union.) 

No. 1. — Letter from Mr. Thomas Boyd to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross, 26 March 1860. 

I BEG to call your attention to a case which occuiTcd at the recent election of 
guardians for the New Ross Electoral Division. A ratepayer having a number 
of votes, had paid all his rates with the exception of the rate assessed on him for 
a store, which by arrangement with his landlord he was to be exempt from, the 
landlord having agreed that the rate in question should be paid by him. 

The landlord is an occupier of other premises, and as such his votes have been 
received, but the tenant’s votes have been rejected altogether by reason of that 
landlord not liaving paid the rate which he contracted with his tenant to pay. 

In another case, an occupier claimed to have a vote as having an interest in 
his premi.ses bet’ond what they were valued at, and his vote was recorded, 
although his rates as an occupier of the same premises had not been paid. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Thovias Boyd, Poor Law Guardian, 
The Poor Law Commissioners. New Ross Union. 



(No. 6686 — 60.) 

No. 2.~Letter from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 27 March 1860 . 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of 
the poor in Ireland, to transmit to you the enclosed copy of a communication, 
dated the 26th instant, which they have received from Mr. Thomas Boyd of New 
Ross, relating to the election for the office of guardian for the New Ross Electoral 
Division in the above union ; and I am to request lliat you will furnish the Com- 
missioners with your observations as to the facts therein represented without 
delay. 

By Order, &c. 

To the Clerk, (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Returning Officer of New Ross Union. 



(No. 7013—60.) 

No. 3.’ — Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 
Gentlemen, New Ross Union, 28 March 1860. 

I BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter. No. 6685 — 60, dated the 
27th instant, relative to the election for the office of guardian in the New Ross 
Electoral Division, and forwarding copy of a communication received from Mr. 
Thomas Boyd. 

In reply, I ha\'e to state for the information of the Commissioners, that Mr. 
Boyd’s statement is correct in reference to the first case he mentions ; the r^es 
were made and assessed on Samuel Crosthwait & Co. ; Messrs. Crosthwait & Co. 
I believe, had taken, the premises in question with the understanding that their 
landlord should pay all rates, but as the last rate was duly assessed on the firm 
of Messrs. Crosthwait & Co., I did not allow Mr. Crosthwait’s vote, and allowed 
those of his landlord, who had paid all rates duly assessed on him, as occupier. 

In the second case, I presume Mr. Boyd alludes to a party who had made the 

.necessary 
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Becessary claim to vote for an interest between the amount he paid in rent, a.nd 
the amount be was valued at in the rate book. Although he had not paid his 
rates, I allowed Ins vote under the claim, but disallowed his vote as occupier, 
being of opinion the non-payment of his rates did not affect his votes m the 
fonner capacity. 

^ I have, tc. 

The Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Robert W. Carletm, 

Returning Ofticer. 



(No. 6685—60.) 

No. 4.— Letter from tlie Commissioners to 5Ir. Boyd. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gjj. 29 March 1860. 

With reference to your letter, dated the 26th instant, in which you complain 
of the decision of the returning officer in certain cases, arising m the election _ot 
a euardian for the New Ross Electoral Division, ilie Commissioners for adminis- 
tefino- ihe laws for relief of the poor in Ireland desire to state that they have now 
received the observations of the returning offieeron your letter; and inrefeience 
to the first case alluded to bv you, namely, that in winch be bad rejected toe 
votes of a ratepayer who had 'paid all rates, with the exception of those assessed 
on a holding for which the landlord had agreed to pay the lUtes, the returning 
officer states that the rates ill the case in question were made and assessed on 
Samuel Crosthwait & Co. ; that the Messrs. Crosthwait had taken possession of 
the premises on the understaudi.ig that their laiidlori soould pay- all rates but 
as the last rate ; was duly assessed on tlie firm ol Crosthwait & Co. be did not 
allow their vote ; but allowed those of the landlord, wito had paid all rates assessed 
on him as occupier. , , . n? • • 

The Commissioners concur in the view taken by the returning- officer in t' s 
case, whatever arrangement might exist between the landlord and etian for tfe 
payment of the rate, the tenant being the party rated, was legally liable, and 
therefore subject to any disqualification winch might result Irom the non-payment 

As'revaids the second case alluded to in your letter, namely, that m which the 
retnminv officer allowed an addili.mal rote to an oecipier m respect of an e.xces3 
of valuation overrent paid by him, although Ins rates tis au occupier of the same 
premiseshad not been paid, tie Commissioners think t .at tl.e new of the return, tig 
officer was clearly erroneous, and they have inlormed hnn that tue principle hat 
the non-paymciif of rate by an occupier paying rent ooesno. pieient his xotm 
in another rapacity, in no wav applies to tins case. It is not in anotiier capacity 
that the additioni/votes are allowed in respect of excess of va uation over hat 
paid, and as the ordinary vole of the occupier could not be allowed because ^ 
Ln-payment of rate, the additional vote must ot course be dealt w ith by the same 

By order, Stc. 

To Thomas Boyd, Esq., Chief Clerk. 

New Ross. 



(No. 7013—60.) 

No. 5.— laETTER foom the Commissioners to the Retunnug Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

29 March I860. 

Thb Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Mimd 
, 1 rip rmeipt ot vour letter of ihe 28lh instant, on the subject of tlie 

acknowledge the - p decisions in certain points connected wttli 

objections ra«ed by . ^red in 

the late letter which relates to the first cose alloded to by 

reference to that pa y ^ ^ ^ „tepayer who had 

Mr. Boyd, namely, tto ^ . excention of ihat assessed on him for a 

379 - ^ ^ 
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lliey have at the same time mformed him that they concur in the view taken by 
you in this case. 

Whatever arrangement might exist between the landlord and tenant for the 
payment of the rate, the tenant being- the party rated, was legally liable, and 
therefore subject to'any disqualification which might result from the non-pay- 
ment of the rate. 

As regards your observations on the second case alluded to bv Mr. Boyd, 
namely, that in which you allowed an additional vote to an occupier in respect 
of an excess of valuation over rent paid for the premises occupied by him, although 
the rates on the same premises wliich were more than six months due, had not 
been paid, the Commissioners desire to state that the principle that the non-pay- 
ment of rate by an occupier paying rent does not prevent his voting in another 
capacity, docs not apply to this case. It is not in another capacity that the votes 
are allowed in respect of excess of valuation over rent paid, and as the ordinary 
vote of the occupier could not be allowed because of non-pay'Oient of rate, the 
additional vote must of course be dealt with by the same rule. 

By order, fcc. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, 

New Ross L-nion. 



(No. 6£14— GO.) 

No. 6, — Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross Union, 26 March 1860. 

Ik forwarding ihe return of guardians elected for the year ending 25th 
March 1861, I wish to remark that I rejected one voting paper of an occupier 
in the electoral division of New Ross, who under the rate made 14 September 
last, has not paid poor rates on premises valued at2l., for which she is liable 
as immediate lessor, but who has paid all poor rates due on premises in her 
actual occupation. If I am right in this view of the Act of Parliament, the return 
is correct. 

I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) Bokci't W. Carleton. 

&c. &c. 5cc. 



(No. 6814—60.) 

No. 7. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer, 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 28 March i860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for the relief of the poor in 
Ireland, acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 26th instant, transmitting 
yoUr return of the election of guardians in the New Ross Union for the ensuing 
year, and stating that you rejected one voting paper of an occupier in the 
electoral division of Ne%v Ross, who under the rate made 14th September last, 
had not paid poor rates on premises valued at 2 L, for which she is liable as 
immediate lessor; but who has paid all other poor rates due on premises in her 
actual occupation, and that if you are right in this view, the return is correct. 

In reference thereto, the Commissioners desire to state that the non-payment 
of rate made on a party in the capacity of immediate lessor does not deprive 
sucli party of her right to vote as occupier, if the rates made on her in that 
capacity are duly paid. 

The Commissioners therefore send back the return for amendment, if neces- 
sary, and you will be good enough to transmit it again to this office by return 
of post. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, 

New Ross Union. 
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(No. 711C— 60.) 

No. 8. — Lettbr from the Returoing Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen., New Ross Union, 29 March 1860. 

I BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th instant, No. 6814, 
relative to tlie recent elecrion for the office of guardian in this union. In re- 
ference thereto, I have to state that the votes for two of the candidate.s are now 
so close, that it becomes necessarv for me to inquire into one or two circum- 
stances connected with the voting in the late contest ; this I am unable to do to- 
day ; I ibereCore retain the return until to-morrow, and will forward it per 
tijat eveuiiig's post. 

I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) Robert W. Carklon. 

kc. kc. kc. 



(No. 7242—60.) 

No. 9. — Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross Union, 30 March 1860. 

I HAVE concluded this election to the best of my ability, yet there are one 
or two questions which I think it my duty to inform you of, in order that you may 
set nte right should I be in error. 

Claim for New Ross Bridge lodged in 1854. — This claim has been objected to 
by Mr. E. A. Byrne and Mr. Power. I have this day inquired into the matter ; 

I find that in 1854 there were about 22 proprietors of tlie bridge; at present 
there are about 25 ; they all have an equal voice according to the number of 
shares they hold in the Tnana.i;ement of the concern ; it does not appear that the 
statement of claim paper had been signed at a meeting of the proprietors, or that 
a majority of theiu signed it, in fact 1 have been led to believe that it was signed 
by those whose signatures are attached to it privately", and I have therefore dis- 
allowed Mr. Alexander’s votes a.s claimant for the liridge proprietors. Mr. 
Ale-xander appears on the rale books as occupier of the bridge, valued at 250 1 . ; 
but it was the opinion of every one that he acted only as treasurer and manager 
for the proprietors, and I did not, therefore i>sue a voting paper for him in that 
capacity ; but it appears from his siatement to-day, and I have no reason to 
doubt it, that he rents tlie bridge from the proprietors, and consequently is an 
actual occupier. He lias signed his voting paper as the officer of the bridge 
proprietors, and I have, under the circumstances, allowed the votes given being 
entitled to vote as an occupier. 

I have to remark that I am not aware whether he pays the poor rates himself, 
or charges them against the proprietors in his account. 

Claim, Mr. James E. Howlett.— This should have been made on Form A 2. and 
has been objected to, but as tbe paniculavs have been stated sufficiently, and that 
there could be no doubt of what it is intended to repre.?ent, I have allowed 
the votes. 

The last case is Mount Ganett Bridge, valued at 250 /. ; tlicre are three occu- 
piers, whe, I believe, are the owners of it, who do not reside in this neighbour- 
hood ; one voting paper only « as issued for them, and it was signed by one of 
the three. I have allowed the votes for the total value, under paragraph 12 of 
remarks for the guidance of returning officer. The only doubt I have, is as to 
the word “ claim, where only one of the persons jointly liable shall claim to 
vote.” In this case no written claim had been made, nor does it appear to me 
that the election order required one. 

I enclose all the papers for your information, and have amended tbe return of 
guardians elected, in accordance with the views 1 have taken, 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Robert W. Carleton, 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, Returning Officer. 

&C. &c. &c. 



279. 
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(No. 7242—60.) 

10. Letter from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer, 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 31 March 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of jour letter of the 30th instant, transmitting your 
return of the election of guardians in New Ross Union, and staling the course 
adopted by you in certain cases which arose in the election, in order that the 
Cornmissioners may set you right should you have been in error. 

As regards the claim for the New Ross Bridge referred to by you, the Com- 
missioners desire to state that ilie facts conmunicated by your letter are not suf- 
ficient to enable tliem to express an opinion, but ihey see no reason at present to 
doubt that you acted correctly. 

As regards Mr. Hewlett’s case the Commissioners concur with you, that the 
vote ought to be allowed, notwithstanding the fact that the claim lodged is not 
made on the proper form, all the particulars required by the Act of Parliament 
being given on the claim. 

■ As to Mount Ganett Bridge, the Commissioners think that only one of the 
three joint ratepayers having voted, he may be considered as having voted for 
the whole. . 

The Commissioners think it right to' call your attention to the inconvenience 
of the course you have adopted of first deciding, and then asking for their advice 
as to the accuracy of your decisions. The Commissioners are at all times ready 
to afford any advice or assistance in their power to returning officers, but if you 
require such advice it ought to be sought for before you have decided on the point 
on which you require it. 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, (signed) B. Banks, 

New Ross Union. Chief Clerk. 



(No. 7243—60.) 

No. 11.— Letter from Mr. Michael P. Howlett to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen New Ross, 30 March I860. 

As a ratepayer in the electoral division of New Ross, and interested in the 
late election of guardians of the poor, I beg respectfully to direct your attention 
to the fact, that the returning officer recorded votes of one George Agar Alex- 
ander for Thomas Boyd and John Walsh, two candidates, and that such votes as 
G A Alexander claimed to have out of the New Ross Bridge should not have 
been allowed by the returning officer, inasmuch as the bridge is owned by a body 
politic and corporate,” which body did not duly authorise Mr. Alexander to 

*^1 believe, moreover, that all tlie owners or the company pay the rates of the 
bridge, and, consequently, Mr. Alexander is not qualified to vote as au occupier. 

I beg also to call the atientiou of the Commissioners to votes recorded by one 
Lundy E. Foote in favour of Thomas Boyd and J. Walsh ; Mr. Foote votes out of 
Mount Ganett Bridge, of which one Elliot Whitney owns a halr,^ L. E. roote 
one-fourtl), and representatives of Keogh one-fourth, each part being separate, 
and each individual having power lo exercise control over his own portion, there- 
fore it is not a joint stock company, and Mr. Foote had no right to vote at least 
for more than the portion of the bridge which he represents. j 

I beo- also to direct the Commissioners’ attention to the votes of one Eawara 
Tottenham, which were recorded by the returning officer with the view of knowing 
from the reiiirniug officer if he can prove the handwriting of Mr. Tottenham, 
that gentleman being on his death bed and very close to his end at the time o 

the voting, and have, &c. i » i> rr ; 

® (signed) Michael P. Howlett. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. 
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(No. 7243—60.) 

No. 12. LETTEa from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gir 31 March 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
transmit herewith a copy of a communication which they have received from 
Mr. Michael P. Howlett relative to the late election of guardians for the New 
Ross Electoral Division, and the Commissioners request that you will state the 
number of votes allowed by you to Mr. Alexander and to Mr. Foote respectively, 
and in whose favour they were recorded. 

The Commissioners also request your observations as to the statement regard- 
ing Mr. Tottenham’s votes. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, 

New Ross Union. 



(No. 7498—60.) 

No. 13 . Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross Union, *2 April 1860. 

I BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 31st ultimo (No. 
7244—60), relative to the election of guardians for the New Ross Electoral 
Division, and requesting further information as regards the claim for New Ross 
Bridge. In reply, I fear I am not in a position to afford much more information 
on the subject. When the claim was lodged appointing Mr. Alexander to vote 
as the officer of the proprietors, there were 22 of them, at present there are about 
26, but several who were proprietors in 1834 are not so now ; each proprietor 
has a voice in its management, and it does not appear that the statement of claim 
had been signed at a meeting of the proprietors ; but, on the contrary, 1 have 
every reason to believe that it had been signed privately, and I consequently 
considered the claim defective. Mr. Alexander, it now appears, rents the bncJ|e 
from the proprietors, which very few, I am certain, are aware of; it is the 
opinion of every one that he acted merely as treasurer and manager for the pro- 
pnetors ; his voting paper, you will perceive, he signed as the officer of the 
proprietors ; but I allowed the votes on the grounds that although the paper was 
signed as stated above, he was entitled to vote as the occupier of the bridge ; in 
the latter capacity no voting paper was issued for him, nor did he apply for one. 
I have since ascertained from Mr. Alexander that he does not pay the poor rates 
assessed on the bridge, that they are paid by the shareholders. I am glad to 
find the course I have adopted of deciding on difficult points is not the correct 
one and I shall take care in future to first submit any questions which may arise 
for your instruction, which will be of considerable relief to me in the proceedings 

of elections. _ , . 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Robert TV. CarUton. 

The Poor Law Commissioners. 



(No. 7499—60.) 

No. 14.— Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross Umon, 2 April I860. 

1 BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3lst ultimo (No. 
7143—60), transmitting copy of a letter which you have received from Mr. 
Michael P. Howlett relative to the late election of guardians for the New Ross 
Electoral Division. 

279. B 
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In reply I have to state for your information that both the New Ross Bridge 
and the Mountganett Bridge are valued at 250 1 . each, and consequently I 
allowed six votes to each, which were recorded in both instances in favour of 
Messrs. Walsh and Boyd. 

As to the case of the late Mr. E. W. Tottenham, I am aware he was on his 
death-bed at the time the voting-paper was signed ; but having referred to it this 
day, and examined it, the signature to it is such as to lead me to suppose it had 
been duly signed. 

I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) Robert W. Carleton. 

&c. &c. &c. 



(No. 7499—60.) 

No. 15. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. William Haviilton, 

Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 3 April I860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
transmit to you the accompanying correspondence which has taken place relative 
to the late election of guardians in the New Ross Electoral Division of New 
Ross Union. 

You will perceive by this correspondence that in forwarding bis return of the 
election of guardians in the above union for tlie ensuing year the returning 
officer accompanied it with a letter, in which he drew attention to the return 
made by him for the New Ross Electoral Division, stating that he had rejected 
the voting paper of an occupier in the electoral division ofNew Ross, who, under 
the rate made on the 14th September last, had not paid poor rates due by her as 
immediate lessor, although she had paid all other rates due by her in her capacity 
of occupier, and adding that if his view of the law in that case was right the 
return w’as correct. 

The CommissioneiE pointed out that his decision was wrong, inasmuch as the 
non-pavment of rate in the capacity of immediate lessor did not deprive the party 
owing it of his right to vote as occupier if the rates made on him in that capacity 
had been duly paid ; the Commissioners at the same time sent back the return of 
guardians for correction if necessary. 

'I’he returning officer again transmitted his return on the 30th ultimo (see 
his letter of that date), having, it appears, in the mean time struck out the name 
of Mr. Patrick J. Ruche, whom he had previously returned as one of the 
guardians elected for New Ross Electoral Division, and substituted in lieu 
thereof the name of Mr. John Walsh, one of the unsuccessful candidates, accord- 
ing to the return made by him on the 26th ultimo. He, at the same time, sub- 
mitted three other cases not previously adverted to, involving a considerable 
number of votes, stating the course he had adopted in regard to them, his return 
being based thereon, and again requesting the Commissioners to set him right if 
he was wrong. 

The Commissioners again stated their views, and in consequence of a com- 
munication which they had received from Mr. Hewlett, requested further infor- 
maiion in regard to the vote of Mr. Alexander in respect of the New Ross 
Bridge. They have, this day, received two communications from him ini’egard 
to that case, which you will perceive differ in some material respects from the 
statement contained in his letter of the 31st ultimo, especially in the circumstance 
that, whereas he has allowed votes to Mr. Alexander, on the assumption that he, 
having rented the tolls of the bridge, was, therefore, the ratepayer entitled to 
vote in respect of those tolls, now admits that Mr. Alexander does not pay the 
rates, and is, therefore, not a ratepayer. 

The Commissioners feel much dissatisfied with the way in which Mr. Carleton 
has conducted this election, in which it appears from his last communication the 
return he has made cannot be sustained, in consequence of his having introduced 
the votes of Mr. Alexander as an occupier paying rates, although he is now 
obliged to admit he was not entitled in that capacity. Under these circumstances, 
the Commissioners do not feel perfect confidence as to certain other questions 

which 
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whicli have arisen in this contest, regarding which they have received representa- 
tions from the returaing officer, and therefore being called on to set aside the 
election of Mr. Walsh, they are desirous of being assured of t/ie accuracy of the 
facts now before them in reference to all the questions which have been raised, 
and the Commissioners request that you will inquire and report to them thereon 
accordingly. 

You will, of course, give the several parties concerned due notice of the time 
you nmy fix for the inquiry. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) £. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To W. Hamilton, Esq., Poor Law Inspector, 

Fiddown, Piltown. 



(No, 9499 — 60 .) 

No. 16. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Michael P. Howlttt. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 3 April 18G0. 

With reference to your letter of the 30 th ultimo, relative to the late election 
of guardians for the New Ross Electoral Division of New Ross Union, the Com- 
missioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland, desire to 
state that they have this day received two further communications from the 
returning officer on the subject, and under ail the circumstances of the case, the 
Commissioners have thought it right to instruct their inspector, Mr. Hamilton, to 
bold an inquiry in regard to this and certain other questions which have arisen in 
the coulee of tlie conte^t. 

Mr. Hamilton will give clue notice of the time he may fix for the inquiry. 

By order, &c. 

To Michael P. Hewlett, Esq., (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

New Ross. 



(No. 7499—60.) 

No. 17. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 3 April I860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in 
Ireland, desire to acquaint you for the information of tlie Board of Guardians of 
New Ross Union, tliat they have had some correspondence Avitb the returning 
officer on the subject of the recent election of guardians for New Ross Electoral 
Division of New Ross Union, from which they liave considered it necessary to 
forward the papers to their inspector, Mr. W. Hamilton, with instructions to hold 
an inquiry on the subject. 

The returning officer in forwarding his return of the election of guardians for 
the ensiling year accompanied it with a letter in which he drew attention to the 
return made by him for the New Ross electoral division, stating that he had 
rejected the voting paper of an occupier in the electoial division of New Ross, 
who, under the rate made on the 14th September last, had not paid poor rates 
due by her as immediate lessor, although she had paid all other rates due by her 
in her capacity of occupier, and adding, that if his view of the law in that case 
was right, the return was correct. 

The Commissioners pointed out that his decision was wixing, inasmuch as the 
non-payment of rate in the capacity of immediate lessor, did not deprive the party 
owing it, of bis right to vote as occupier, if the rates made on him in that capacity 
had been duly paid. The Commissioners at the same time sent back the return 
of guardians for correction if necessary. 

The returning officer again transmitted his return on the SOth ultimo, having it 
appears, in the meantime, struck out the name of Mr. Patrick J. Roche, whom 

279. B 2 he 
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• he bad previously returned as one of the guardians elected for New Ross Electoral 
Division, and substituted in lieu theieof, the name of Mr. John Walsh, one of the 
unsuccessful candidates, according to the return made by him on the 16th ultimo. 
He at the same time submitted three other cases, not previously adverted to, 

• involving a considerable number of votes, stating the course he had adopted in 
regard to them, his return being based thereon, and again requesting the Commis- 
sioners to set him right if he was wrong. 

The Commissioners again stated their views, and in consequence of a commu- 
nication which they had received from Mr. Hewlett, requested further information 
in regard to the vote of Mr. Alexander, in respect of the New Ross Bridge ; they 
have this day received two communications from him in regard to that case, 
which ditiers in some material respects from the statement contained in his letter 
of the 31st ultimo, especially in the circumstance that whereas he has allowed 
votes to Mr. Alexander on tlie assumption that he having rented the tolls of the 
* bridge, was therefore the ratepayer entitled to vote in respect of those tolls, 

now admits that hJr. Alexander does not pay the rates, and is therefore not a 
ratepayer. 

The Commissioners feel much dissatisfied with the way in which Mr. Carleton 
has conducted this election, in which it appears from his last communication, the 
return lie has made cannot be sustained, in consequence of his having introduced 
the votes of Mr. Alexander as an occupier paying rates, although he is now 
obliged to admit he was not entitled in that capacity. Under these circum- 
stances, the Commissioners do not feel perfect confidence as to certain other 
questions vHiich have arisen in this contest, regarding which they have received 
representations from the returning officer, and, therefore, being called on to set 
aside the election of Mr. Walsh, they are desirous of being assured of the accuracy 
of the facts now before them in reference to all the questions which have been 
raised, and the Commissioners have therefore, as above stated, instructed Mr. 
W. Hamilton to inquire and report to them thereon accordingly. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) £. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Presiding Chairman of the 

Board of Guardians, New Ross Union. 



(No. 7884 — 60.) 

No. 18. — Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen New Ross Union, 5 April 1860 . 

With reference to your communication ol the 3d instant, addressed to the 
presiding chairman of the Board of Guardians on the subject of the recent election 
of g-uardians for the New Ross Electoral Division, in which you state that you 
are mucli dissatisfied with the way in which I conducted the election, I have to 
regret that my conduct should have merited your censure. I am glad that an 
inquiry is to be held on the subject, for I hope to give in evidence my explanation 
of every circumstance connected with the election, which when laid before you 
will, I trust, prove satisfactory. 

I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Robert W. Carleton. 



(No. 7884 — 60 .) 

No. 19 . — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. IVilliam Hamilton, Poor Law 
Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 7 April 1860. 

With reference to the Commissioners’ letter of the 3d instant, in which they 
requested you to hold an inquiry on oath in regard to the late election of guardians 
for the New Ross Electoral Division of the New Ross Union, the Commissioners 

for 
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for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland, transmit herewith a 
further communication which they have received from the returning officer on 
the subject. 

The Commissioners are desirous that you should examine the returning officer 
on oath on the several points which have arisen in the election. 

B yorder, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To W. Hamilton, Esq., 

Poor Law Inspector, Fiddown, Piltown. 



(No. 8458—60.) 

No. 20. — Letter from Mr. John Waiske to the Commissioners. 

Mount Elliott, New Ross, 

Gentlemen, 11 April 1880. 

Having been declared by the returning officer elected as one of the guardians 
for the New Ross Union, I beg to say tliat I have not received any official 
announcement to that effect; I understand Mr. Roche, who had a lesser number 
of votes, has been acting in my place. 

I respectfully claim my right to act as such guardian. 

Yours, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) Johi Walshe. 

Dublin. 



(No. 8460—60.) 

No. 21.— Lettee from Mr. Michael P. Hewlett to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross, 11 April 1860. 

I MUST again respectfully call your attention to errors in connexion with the 
late election of guardians of the poor for the electoral division of New Ross. 

Havino- heard from you in reply to a former letter that your inspector. Captain 
Hamilton, would inquire into certain questions raised relative to that election, 
and intended without further troubling you to bring certain other matters under 
his notice, which came to my knowledge subsequently to having written niy 
letter of the 23d of March, such as the illegal distribution and collection of voting 
papers, illegal votes, &c. ; but Captain Hamilton has declined to go into any 
question but those referred to him. 

I therefore would respectfully suggest tiiat the ^Commissioners order a general 
inve=tigatiou relative to the late election for the New Ross Electoral Division, for 
I am convinced if all the facts were brought before tlie Commissioners, they 
would order a new election, if the foots already brought forward are not sufficient 
to warrant them in doing so. , ^ , v .. r 

I shall be happy if necessary to furnish the Commissioners with a list ot 

complaints. ^ . 

‘ I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Michael P. Hewlett. 



No 22.— Extract from Guardians’ Minutes, dated 11 April 1860. 

Resolved, that a committee be appointed to inspect the voting papers returned 
for the New Ross Electoral Division, the Board to name the committee. 

Committee Mr. Galvan, Mr. Power, Mr. Boyd, Mr. Roche, and Mr. 
Byrne. 



279. ® 3 
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(No. 8648—60.) 

No. 23. — Report from Mr. William Hamilton, Poor Law Inspector. 

Sir, Enniscorthy, 12 April 1860. 

I BEG to acquaint you that, on the receipt of your letter of the 3d instant. 
No. 7499 — 60 , I wrote to the several parties concerned, named in the margin, (a) 
and fixed Wednesday the 11th instant, for the inquiry into the questions which 
had been raised in reference to the recent election of guardians for New Ross 
Electoral Division. 

All of these gentlemen, excepting those marked {*), attended yesterday, and all 
of them expressed themselves satisfied with tlie accuracy of the representations 
contained in the sworn statement of the returning* officer, which I now transmit. 

At the commencement, of ilie inquiry Mr. Carr, a solicitor, requested me to 
state whether I would confine myself to the subject matter of the inquiry, or 
whether I would permit then^ to go into other cases. I said that the Board of 
Guardians had appointed u committee of guardians to scrutinize the voting 
papers, and that under these circumstances I thouglit it better that any new 
matter on which inquiry was desired should be put in writing, and, in the first 
instance, submitted to the Commissioners for tijeir consideration and instruc- 
tions, if necessary. Mr. Carr disclaimed any desire to impugn the conduct of 
the returning officer, but stated that he would submit some cases to the Com- 
missioners in which he thought tliere had been an error of judgment on his part. 

The returning officer’s tatement does not appear to call for anv detailed 
observations from me. 

In reference to the change in tlie number of votes given for each candidate, 
Mr. W. Carr’s vote was cleclucted from the number of votes returned in the first 
instance for Messrs. Roche, Carty, and Power, in consequence of the opinion 
expressed in the Commissioners’ letter of the 29ih March, No. 7013 — 60, and, 
on the other hand, six votes were added to tlie number of votes returned in the 
first instance for Messrs. Boyd and Walsh, in consequence of the opinion ex- 
pressed in the Commissioners’ letter of the 2Sth March, No. 6814 — 60, the 
party referred to being Mrs. Meehan, who was entitled to six votes. 

Mr. Croslliwait’s votes had properly been disallowed, and are not included in 
either return. 

Mr. Edward Tottenham’s vote is now undisjuited by Mr. M. P. Howlett, or any 
one else. 

Mr. G. A. Alexander, being an occupier entitled to deduct the whole rates from 
the rent paid by him is not, 1 think, a ratopiiyer, and the six votes recorded for 
him as an occupier on a voting paper issued to him under the head of claims, 
and given in favour of Messrs. Walsh and Boyd respectively, must, I submit, be 
deducted from the number uf votes now appeai*ing in their favour; the numbers 
•will then stand,— 

For Mr. ’^Valsh 265 

„ Mr. Boyd - 301 

„ Mr. Roche 268 

,, Mr. Carty ------ 246 

„ Mr. Power - - - 319 

Were the result to depend solely on tiie probable decision of the questions re- 
ferred 10 me for inquiry, Messrs. Roche, Boyd, and Power would have a majority; 
and I may here state to the Commissioners that these are the gentlemen who 
have received notices from the returning officer, under Article 37 of the General 
Order of the 26 f.h January 1852, and that Mr. Roche and not Mr. Walsh is now 
acting as a guardian, but you will perceive that the returning officer stated that 
Mr. J. P. Hewlett, who is one of the guardians, voted as an occupier, having paid 
all rates (J) assessed on him, excepting on a “ vacant store.” I would submit that 

this 

(0) Thomas "Boj'd. E. A. Byrne. P. Carty.* 

Patrick J. ttoche. Michael’Power. L. E. Foot.* 

John Walsh. G. A. Alexander. The Hetuming Officer and Clerk 

Messrs. Crosthwaiths.* M. Hewlett. of the Union. 

Several of the guardians were likewise present. Amongst the number was Mr. J. P. Hewlett. 

(1) Rates struck, 14 September 1859. 
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this exception is fatal to the validity of Mr. Hewlett’s votes as an occupier. He 
appears to have recorded four votes as an occupier for each of the following; 
viz., Carty, Roche, and Power. This, so far as it relates to Mr. Roche, would 
reduce the number of votes in bis favour to 265; the same number that Mr. 
Walsh would appear to be entitled to. 

After I had concluded tbe proceedings, the returning officer brought under 
my notice, in reference to the opinion expressed by the Commissioners on the 
pmnt, the fact that he had disallowed the votes of Mr. Andrew Byrne two votes 
for Messrs. Boyd and Walsh respectively, on the ground of nonpayment of rates; 
that he had since ascertained that the rates due as occupier were duly paid, and 
that tlie rates due by Mr. Byrne were due as lessor; that he had informed 
Messrs. Boyd and Power. He further stated that tlje poor rate collector had 
stated to them that there was another case in which the vote had been disallowed 
on a similar ground, but the returning officer was unable to give me the parti- 
culars of it. 

You will see from the foregoing that further inquiry is necessary before the 
Commissioners can safely issue an order under the 23d section of the 0 & 7 
Viet. c. 92, and such farther inquiry can be more satisfactorily proceeded with 
when the results of the scrutiny ordered by the guardians shall be known, by 
which time, probably, other objections, if any, will have reached the Com- 
missioners. 

I beg to return No. 7884—60, with the other papers. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) W. J. Hamilton. 

B. Banks, Esq. 



(No. 8648—60.) 

No. 24.— Minutes of Evidence enclosed in No. 23. 

Robert W. Returning Officer, duly sworn, states, I produce the voting 

paper of the late Mr. E. Tottenham. The numbers that I first returned to the 
Poor Law Commissioners were, — 

269 for Mr. Roche, 

247 for Mr. Carty, 

265 for Mr. Walsh, 

301 for Mr. Boyd, 

320 for Mr. Po'.'er. 

I altered the number from 269 to 368 for Mr. Roche, and for Mr. Carty from 
247 to 246, and for Mr. Power from .320 to 319, taking from each tlie vote of 
Mr. William Carr, which was on a claim. The grounds oi ray doing so were the 
decision of the Commiasioners, as conveyed to me in their letter of the 29th of 
March (7013 — 60). I added six votes to the numbers given for Mr. Boyd and 
Mr. Walsh respectively, in consequence of the decision ot the Commissioners in 
their letter of the 28th March (6814—60) ; three votes which were so recorded 
were Mrs. Meehan’s votes, and raised tbe number's for Mr. Boyd to 307, and for 
Mr. Walsh to 371 ; these were the only alterations I made. 

Mr. Crosthwait’s were disallowed for the reasons stated in ray letter to the 
Commissioners of the 28th March. 

In reference to Mr. Alexander’s votes, I rejected his claim for the reasons stated 
in my letters. I considered the claim defective. 

I allowed his votes as an occupier ; I did not send him a voting paper as an 
occupier, for this reason, viz., that I had no idea, from ray own belief, and from 
the inquiries I made, that he rented the New Ross Bridge from ^e proprietors. 
There was a voting paper issued for him (on the claim which I disallowed), and 
he returned that to me signed by him “ for Ross Bridge Commissioners,” 
and I allowed his votes as an occupier, because I had omitted to send him a 
voting paper as an occupier for the reasons already stated. ^ , 

I have no personal knowledge as to Mr. Alexander’s transactions with the 
Bridge Commissioners, but I have at least ascertained that Mr. Alexander is 
allowed the amount of rates paid by him. Tbe Commissioners have decided in 
the case of Messrs. Crosthwait that whatever arrangement might exist between a 
landlord and tenant for the payment of the rate, the tenant being the paity lated. 
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was legally liable, and therefore subject to any disqualification from the non-pay- 
ment of the rate. This was my reason for allowing Mr. Alexander, who is 
rated as an occupier, to vote as one. I believe the Ross Bridge proprietors 
are a body corporate, and that Mr. Alexander pays them 800 L a year rent. 

In going over the voting papers, after they were returned to me by the consta- 
bulary, Mr. Byrne and Mr. Power objected to Mr. Alexander’s votes under the 
claim. I allowed the votes, as I did in one or two other cases since disposed of, 
on the understanding that if they affected the result of the election I would inquire 
into their validity. It did not do so at that time, and I made the first return, 
allowing the votes as on the claim, because I considered the claim duly signed, 
having the signature of the registrar to it. When the Commissioners decided 
that Mrs. Meehan’s votes should be allowec), it became necessary then to inquire 
into the validity of Mr. Alexander’s claim, and I served him with a notice to 
attend at the Board-i'oom, and produce such evidence as he might think necessary 
in support of his claim. I also wrote to Mr. Boyd and Mr. Power, as parties 
interested, to attend; they attended, and after two hours’ discussion and con- 
sideration, I decided the claim was defective, and not till then did I hear any 
question as to Mr. Alexander being the occupier of the bridge. Mr. Boyd raised 
the question, by asking where Mr. Alexander’s votes “ as occupier” were recorded. 
I said I was not aware that he was the occupier, and after being satisfied, as I 
still am, that he is the occupier, I substituted the “ claim votes” as “ occu- 
piers’ votes.” Up to that time, no special claim had been made for a voting 
paper. 

The claim lodged by the New Ross Bridge Commissioners, and forwarded by 
me to the Commissioners, is the only one lodged with me. My grounds for 
stating that I believed the claim was signed privately was from Mr. Alexander’s 
statement, that it might have been signed at a meeting of the proprietors, but he 
rather thought it was not. Mr. Alexander has on all previous occasions voted 
on this claim ; not previously as an occupier. 

In the case of Mountganett Bridge, the following parties are rated as 
occupiers of the tolls: Lundy E. Foot, Elliott Whitney, and Dorothea Kelioe; 
one paper only was issued in the usual course and delivered to me in the usual 
course ; there was no claim or application by either of the other ucenpievs, one 
of whom, Mrs. Kehoe, ha?, I believe, been dead a few years ; the voting paper 
was signed by Mr. Foot, and I now produce it. I allowed him votes for the 
entire value under the 82d section of the 1 & 2 Viet. ; there was no written claim 
on the part of Mr. Foot. I am not aware that there are any other proprietors of 
Mountganett Bridge than those rated as occupiers; I always considered it 
private property. 

With reference to Crosthwait’s votes (4) recorded in favour of Mr. Boyd and 
Mr. Walsh respectively, and which 1 disallowed because in the rate book they 
were rated as occupiers for a store, for which the rate has not been paid, the 
landloi'd being the party by private agreement who was to pay the rates, of which 
agreement I could take no cognizance; they paid the rates on the other premises 
wnich they occupy ; Mr. J. E. Hewlett is the landlord of the Messrs. Cros- 
thwaites for the store in question. He voted as an occupier and had paid all the 
rates assessed on him in that capacity, excepting on a vacant store, the previous 
rates on which have been struck off by the guardians ; on this occasion the rate 
collector stated that the store was vacant ; the vacant store is not the store now 
occupied by the Messrs. Crosthwait. 

Robert W. Carleton. 



George Agar Alexander, having been duly sworn, states the rates on New 
Ross Bridge are paid by the Bridge Commissioners, not by me ; the proxy paper 
having been in for some years, when I signed my voting paper I did so as a 
proxy ; there are more bridge proprietors than thei-e are names to the proxy paper, 
and there have been changes since it was signed, but no new proxy has been pre- 
pared, there was no meeting convened to sign the proxy papers, and there is no 
record of the proxy on their minute book of proceedings ; the paper was signed 
privately, not at a public meeting, and not according to the rates of the 
proprietors. 

I am tenant of the tolls of New Ross Bridge, and I accoimt to the Commis- 
sioners half-yearly, and I pay the collector ; I pay a fixed sum for the bridge ; 1 

do 
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do not think it necessaiy to state the amount; tlie tolls used to be let by 
proposals ; I took the tolls last November ; tlicrc is no record on the minute book 
of my agreement ; there is a record on the minute book of the other proceedings 
■where 1 took the tolls; there are records of my having taken the tolls on former 
occasions. I make a j'carly agreement from November to November; there is 
no record of my agreement of the November previous ; no matter what the tolls 
produced, I consider myself liable for 428 1. half-yearly, aud I have paid about 
that sum for the last 10 years. I consider myself the tenant ; I did not take the 
bridge on the last occasion in the usual w'ay ; to the best of my knowledge and 
belief i am the tenant of the ilridge Coirmiisi.ioners ; wlien I scythe 

proxy paper was signed privately, I swear that it was not signed at u public 
meeting, but individually. 

G. A. Alexander, 



(No. 8458— CO.) 

No. 25. — I.ETTKR from the Commissioners to Mr. Tf'ahhe. 

PoorLavT Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 18 April 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering tire laws for relief cf the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 11th instant, in which you state that 
you have not received any official announcement of your election as one of the 
guardians for New Ross Electoral Division of New Ross Union, and that Mr. 
Roche, who had a smaller uuuiber of votes, has been acting in your place, aud 
you cluim your right to act as guai’dian. 

in reply the Commissioners desire to state that they Lave the power, uuder the 
23d section of the 6 & 7 Viet. c. 92, of determining tlie quesiion of the right 
of any person to act as guardian concerning whom such question may arise, aud 
the results of the recent inquiry by Mr. Hamilton are now under consideration 
with that view. It is possible, however, that the Commissioners may find it 
necessary to direct further inquiry. 

By order, &c. 

To John Walshe, Esq., (signed) B. Banks, Cliief Clerk. 

Mount Elliott, New Ross. 



(No. 8460— 60.) 

No 26. — Letteh from the Commissioners to Mr. AlicTiad P. Hoxzlttt. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 18 April 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 11th instant, on the subject of the 
late election of guardians for New Ross Electoral Division of New Ross Union, 
in which you surest that a general investigaiion relative I 0 that election should 
beheld; aud in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to sttde that they 
have received Mr. Hamilton’s report of the inquiry which he held on the llth 
instant, from which ifappears that he thought it advisable to limit the inquiry to 
the cases which had been specifically referred to in the previous correspondence, 
as the Board of Guurdians liad appointed a comniiLtee to scrutinize the voting 
papers, and he thought that any new matter on which inquiry was desired 
should be put in writing and submitted to the Commissioners in the first 
instance. , . 

The Commissioners have the results of Mr. Hamilton s inquiry'^ under con. 
sideration ; but they are prepared to receive any statement of additional cases 
which may be forwarded to them, and, if necessary, to direct a further inquiry. 

By order. &c. 

To Michael P. Hewlett, Esq., ‘ (signed) £. Bonfa, Chief CKrk. 

Ne-w' Ross. 
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(No. 8648—60.) 

No. 27. — Letter from the Commissioaers to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 18 April 1860. 

With reference to the letter addressed to you on the 3d instant, on the sub 
ject of the recent election of guardians for New Ross Electoral Division of New 
Ross Union, tlie Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor 
in Ireland desire to acquaint you that they have received Mr. Hamilton's report 
of tlie inquiry which he held on the 11 th instant, and have the subject under 
consideration. 

Mr. Hamilton appears to have limited the inquiry to the cases which had 
previously formed the subject of con-espondence with the Commissioners;' but 
as some of tlie parties interested were desirous of extending the inquiry beyond 
those cases, and as it appears that the guardians have appointed a committee to 
scnitinize the voting papers, it appears probable that further inquiry may be 
necessary, and the (jummissioncrs will therefore await any report which may be 
made by tlie committee appointed to scrutinize the voting papers. 

By order, &c. 

(signed B. Banhs, Chief Clerk. 

To the Presiding Chairman of the 

Board of Guardians, New Ross Union. 



(No. 865.3 — 60 .) 

No. 2S. — Letter from Mr, James E.Howlett, to the Commissioners. 

Priory^treet, New Ross, 

Gentlemen, 13 April 1860. 

I UNDERSTOOD a -week ago that Mr. Thomas Boyd made some representation 
to you in reference to my voting as a landlord at the late election for guardians 
here, in consequence as he stated, of my not having paid rates on a store held by 
Mr. Crosthwait, from me, and which he has occupied the last two or three years. 
I considered Mr. Boyd’s objection to be of such a frivolous nature, that I really 
did not wish to trouble yon with any remarks of mine. I tliis day learned from 
Ml'. Ciirletun, in the Board-room, tliat '• he feared ” he should disallow my rates 
as an occupier, in consequence of the rates on a vacant store, valued at 17 
not having been paid ; however, I feel Mr. Carleton is in error, the premises in 
question on my application to the Board of Guardians early hist year were 
declared vacant. Tiie rate collector visited them at the time, and can prove 
they were then and since vacant, the I'ates of ’58 agreeably to Board’s order were 
not required on them, and of course I was not asked to pav the rates of ’ 59 . 
The E^cise officers, if further testimony be required, cao also certify they have 
been unoccupied the last three years. 'It would seem, however, there are many- 
vacant premises of other persons that were never declared so, or any application 
made regarding them, left unnoticed, and the parties allowed to record their 
votes; this the rate collector can prove. It is not my wish to find fault with 
any officer, but at the same time cannot avoid saying there seems to have been 
too much vaccilation on the part of the returning officer, and that very great 
irregularity took place from the beginning there cannot be a question of doubt. 
I fao not consider it necessary to go into the many cases of an irregular nature 
that occurred for the present, as I feel the Comrai-ssioners even from what they 
must now know, will feel it a duty incumbent on them, to order a new election 
for New Ross. 

Begging to be excused for troubling you, and awaiting favour of a reply. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) James E. Uoxolett. 
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(No. 8653—60.) 

No. 29.— Letter fi'om the Commissioners to Mr. James E. Howlett. 

Poor Law Commission Of&ce, Dublin, 

19 April I860. 

The Commissiouers for administering the laws tor relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 13th instant, relative to the late 
election of guardians for the New Ross Electoral Division ; and the Commis- 
sioners desii^ to stale that they understand from your letter, that your votes as 
occupier have beeu allowed, but that the returning officer has expressed an 
opinion that he should disallow them now, on the ground that certain rate made 
on you as occupier has not been paid. 

The returning officer having made his return, has now no power to allow or 
disallow votes, %ui should any question arise as to the validity of the votes 
referred to, in any further inquiry which may become necessary on the part of 
the Commissioners, your statement sliali receive full consideration. 

By order, &c. 

To James E. Howlett, Est (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Prior3-5treet, New Ross. 



(No. 8770—00.) 

iJo. 30.— Letiee from the Bererend James Walsh, P.P., to the Commissioners. 

Gontlemaii, New Ross, 15 April 1860. 

I H.A.VE to call vour attention to the following statement with reference to the 
conduct of Mr. Carleton as reuirning officer for the New Ross Uniou, by which 
I have been deprived of my I'iglit to vote as proxy for Mr. Clide at the recent 
election of guardians for the New Ross Uniou. 

On the 3d of February last Mr. Ciiffe’s note to Mr. Carieton, to the effect that 
he appointed me to vote for him as his proxy, and on my beiml f Mr. P. C. 
De Vine called on Mr. Carieton to request him to send rae the proper form re- 
ouired, when he replied that he would call on me himself with the proper form, 
and on' the 22d March last Mr. Carieton sent me the enclosed letter too late for 

me to fill the form required for accepting the proxy. , , , /-,1-xr 

Mr. Carieton excuses himself for this delay by saving tiiat he had sent Mr. Clide 
a form to be filled, and which he had not returned (Mr. Cliffe being at that time 
as I am informed from home). . . „ , 

It now appears that Mr. Cliffe had, on the previous year, viz., m February 
1859, lodged with Mr. Carktoii a proper statement of the properly, m respect of 
which he claimed, and had then appointed Mr. Boyd as Iris proxy, and no doubt 
he considered it sufficient to transfer that proxy to me by liis letter ol the 3d 
of February 1860. 

I have, &.C. 

To the Poor Law CoraiDissioners. (signed) James Walsh, P. P. 



(No. 877'6— 60.) 



Enclosure in No. 30. 



to enauie you uj voic, luiu 

I have to inform you that Air. tJUue nas not reiurued tliat form to me, I regret, therefore, 
it will not be in my power to receive yom- vote as prosy for Mr._ Cl^e. I may add 
Mr Boyd holds the necessary document from Mr. Cliffe, giving him his prosy votes ; but 
in cons^neuce of his late letter to me, I have not issued a 

To Reverend James Walsh, P. P., (^ed) ’ Robert W. Carieton. 

&0. &c. &c. 
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(No. 8776—60.) 

No. 31. — Letter from llie Commissioners to the Returning Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office. Dublin, 
Sir, 10 April I86 0 . 

The Commissioners for administering the hiw.s for relief of the poor in Ireland 
transmit to you the accompanying copy of a letter whiclt thev have received 
from the Reverend .lames Walsh relative to the late election of o-uardians in the 
New Ross Union, and the Commissioners request that you will furnish them 
•with your observations on the statements contained therein. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, 

New Ross Union. 



(No. 8971—60.) 

No. 32. — Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross Union, 17 .April 1860 . 

I BEG to acknowledge the receipt of yon.r letter of the 16tU instant. No. 8776 
■ — 60, transmitting copy of a communication which you have received from the 
Rev. James Walsh, P. P., relative, to the late election of guardians in this union, 
and desiring my observations on the statements therein contained. 

In reply, I have to state for your information that I received a letter ffora 
Mr. A. cliff© on the 4th February last (a copy of wliidi I herewith enclose), 
stating that he appointed the Rev. James Walsh to act as las proxy for the election 
of poor law guardians, and by that evening’s post, I. ti-ausmitted 1o him the 
neces-ary form to fill up ; stating that the Act of Parliatnent rcquireil certain 
particulars to be given, which he would find bv referring to the form, Mr. Cliffe 
has not up to the present time returned me that form, nor Iiave I ]iad any com- 
munication from him since ; vith reference to the statement that Mr. P. C. Devine 
called on me, I have no recollection whatever of his having done so, but I recol- 
lect I met Mr. Devine in New Ross on tlie 4t'i February last, and he asked me 
if I liad received Mr. Clifib’s appointment of Father Walsh to vote as his proxy 
in the election of guardians. I replied, that I had received a letter from Mr. 
Cliffe to that effect, but that it was necessary for Mr. Cliffe to sign a certain form, 
which form I said 1 would transmit by tlrat day’s post to him- He then said 
had not Father Walsh to .sign one? 1 said yes; but that Mr. Cliffe should sign 
it first, and that when I would get it back fi'om Mr. Cliffe, I would either call or 
send it to Father Walsh for his signature. 

On the 22d March I received a letter from the Rev. Mr. Walsh, stating that 
he claimed his right to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, and he claimed the votes for 
the persons against whom ho had placed his initials in the voting paper, I replied 
that I regretted 1 could not permit him to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, that Mr. 
Ciifie had not signed any document giving him the power to do so ; and I alsG 
stated, that although Mr. Boyd had been regularly^ appointed to vote as proxy 
for Mr. Cliffe, that in consequence of Mr. Cliffe’s letter to me of the 3d February 
last, I did not intend to allow him to vote either ; I did not retain a copy of my 
letter to the Rev. Mr. Walsh, but this will be found to contain everything that 
was in it. I am not aware that I made any excuse to the Rev. Mr. Widsh, it was 
not necessary for me to do so, there was notliing that occurred on my part that 
required me to excuse myself to him ; as I ha've already mentioned in tins letter, 
I stated that when I would receive back the form from Mr. Cliffe, I would either 
call or send it to him for his signature, and I regret to find that he should have 
arrived at different conclusion. 

M'ith reference to the last paragraph in the Rev. Mr. Walsh’s letter, the late 
Mr. Robert Tottenham held Mr. Ciifie 's proxies, on his death Mr. Boyd last year 
was appointed to vote as his pro.xy. Mr. Cliffe then thought it necessary to sign 
tlic__ necessary form, appointing Mr. Boyd, and this year he could not have con- 
sidered 
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sidered it different from last. I therefore do not ag]*ee with the Rev. Mr. Walsh 
that Mr. Cliffe “ No doubt considered his note of the 3d February last a suScieut 
transfer of his proxy from Mr. Boyd to liim.” My own opinion -wa.% that be 
should have signed the form I sent him, or at least conformed with the provisions 
of the Act of Parliament. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Robert W. Carlcton. 



Enclosure in No. 32. 

(No. 8971—60.) 

13, Sovitb Frederick-sti'eet, Dublin, 

Sir, 3 Febi-uary I860. 

I HEREBY appoint the Eev. James Walsh to vote as my proxy for the election of poor 
law guardians ibr the electoral division of New Boss in the New Boss Union. 

I remain, &o. 

To the Clerk of the New Ross Union. (signed) A. Clife. 



(No. 8971—60.) 

No. 33. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Reverend James Walsh. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 28 April 1800. 

W'lTH reference to your letter of the loth instant, in which you complain that 
you were <!cprived of your right to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, in the late 
election of guardians, in the New Ross Union, the Commissioners for admin- 
istering the laws for relief of the [loor in Ireland desire to state that they have 
now received the obsen'atioiis of the returning officer on your letter, and he 
states that on the 4th of February last he received a letter from Mr. A. Cliffe 
stating that he had appointed yon to act as hi? proxy in tlie .election of guardians, 
and that by the same evening’s post he (the returning officer) transmitted to 
Mr. Cliffe the necessary form to fill up, pointing out at the same time tlrat the 
Act of Parliament required the particulars described in the form to be given, 
and that up to the present time Mr. Cliffe has not returned tlie form, nor has he 
communicated with the returning officer on tlie subject. The returning officer 
also states that he has no recollection whatever of Mr. Devine liaving called on 
bim with regard to the appointment, but that he recollects meeting Mr. Devine 
in New Ross on the 4th February, and having a conversation with him respect- 
ing your appointment as proxy, in the course of which Ire stated that it was 
necessary that .Mr. Cliffe .should fill up a certain form w hich would be forwarded 
to him by the post of that evening. 

It further appears that the returniug officer received a letter from you on the 
22d March, in which yon claimed to vote as Mr. Cliffe’s proxy, to which he 
replied that he regretted he could not allow you to exercise that power as Mr. 
Cliffe had not signed the necessary form, ami that he stated at the same time 
that although Mr. Boyd had been regularly appointed to vote as proxy for 
Mr. Cliffe, he the returning officer should regard Mr. Clilie’s letter of the 
3d February as a revocation of that appointment, and that he did not therefore 
intend to allow Mr. Boyd to vote either. 

The Commissioners desire at the same time to observe that as the letter of 
Mr. Cliffe, of the 3d February, appointing you his proxy does not specify the 
property in respect of which lie claims to vote, and there was nothing on the 
face of the document to connect it with the particulars which had been previously 
lodged, the Commissioners think that the returning officer acted correctly in 
requiring a new statement of the particulars of the property in respect of which 
you were appointed to vote. 

By order, &c. 

To the Rev. James Walsh, P.P., (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

New Ross. 
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(No. 9197 — 60.) 

No. 34 . — Extbact from Guardians’ Minutes, dated 18th April i860. 

The Committee a])pointc‘d by the Board to ins])oct the voting papers, relative 
10 the election of guardians for the electoral division of New Ross, report : — 

That we find many irregularities took place in the distribution of voting papers, 
ratepayeis liaving been in several instances called u[> at night to receive and 
xeturn* voting papers, and that in several instances voting pajjers issued for 
old residents have been returned by the police with the -‘mem.,” parties not 
known. 

Ill tJie following instances, we find that no voting papers have been issued or 
distributed to Miibaei Breen, or Simon Walsh, of Juhn-street, to Lawrence Neill, 
of Nortii-street, to James Connors, of South-street, to John Wyiiue, of Mary- 
sti’eet. 

Although these parties might have claimed to vote in person before the 
returning officer, the greater number of such ratepayers are ignorant of that 
prevision in the Act, or do not understand when to avail themselves of it. 

We find that two voting papers Imve been issued to Mary Foley as an occupier, 
ai d that three votes wen; recorded for her. 

We find that John Ericsou was at sea during the time, and for days before and 
alter the issue and return of the voting papers, and that his signature must have 
been ibrged to his voting paper, and that bis vote has been allowed by tliereliiruiiig 
officer. We find the police memorandum, ” no paper received from clerk,” for 
John Fox, of Michael-street, and the clerk produced areturned paper as received 
blank from same man. 

No voting paper was left for Martin Howell, of Butler’s-land, who was entitled 
to iwo votes; we find only two votes recorded for Andrew Hughes, although his 
valuatiot! entitled him to three. 

We find that Mr. Boyd has been allowed to give six votes, as proxy for Lord 
Mountgarrett, although the statement of bis Lordship's pi operfy included property 
not in the electoral division of New Ross, and we do not find on inquiry that his 
Lortlsliip’s property in the electoral division of New Ross will entitle him to more 
than four votes. 

We find that Leiitia Nap]>er appears to l.ave voted on a claim as landlord out 
of the same property for which Mr. Boyd held a proxy, and voted also. 

We find that Mr. Alexander appears to have claimed as a landlord, liaving a 
Lent-ficial interest, out of a house long vacant, and which is in his possession, and 
his vole has been al]o\^ed. 

On inquiry, it does not appear to us that Mr. William Glascott’s claim as a 
landlord will entitle him to more than two votes in the electoral division of 
New Ross, and Mr. Boyd, as liis proxy, has been allowed three. We do not 
refer to the cases which have been brought before the Inspector on the late 
inquiry. 

The returning- officer states that he now considers he should have allowed the 
votes of Andrew Byrne, which had been disallowed, because lie had not paid- 
rate, to uhich he was liable, for premises not in his actual occupation. The 
returning officer also states that he now considers the vote of R. Guy should 
have been recorded for Walslr and Boyd, instead of Boyd and Power. 

We recommend that the Poor Law Commissioners should be requested to direct 
an inquiry relative to the cases referred to in the above report, and we are of 
opinion that there has not been a proper supervision of the statement of 
property made for the purpose of appointing proxies, or giving additional votes 
as landlords. 

(signed) E. A. Byrne. 

P. J. Roche. 

Michael Power. 

James Galavan. 

Resolved unanimously, That we adopt the above report. 



Printed image.digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




NEW ROSS EDBCTORAL DIVISION. 



23 



(No. 9197 — 60.) 

No. 35. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. W. Hamilton, Poor Law 
Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 26 April I860. 

Referring to your report, dated the 12th instant, of the inquiry recently held 
by you in regard to the late election of guardians for the New Ross ElectomJ 
Division of the New Ross Union, the Commissionei-s for administering the laws 
for relief of the poor in Ireland transmit to you tlie accompanying- copy of a 
report of the committee appointed by the Boat'd of Guardians to scrutinize the 
•voting papers in the election, which is inserted on the minutes of the guardians’ 
proceedings on the 18th instant, together with the i)revious correspondence on 
the subject, and the Commissioners request that you will be so good as to inquire 
into the cases referred to in the committee’s report, aud then report fully to the 
Commissioners on the whole subject. 

Should any additional cases be brought forward during the progre.«s of the 
inquiry, you may extend your investigation to such additional cases, taking care 
that due notice is given to the parties interested, so that they may have an oppor- 
tunity of bringing forward evidence to support the cases objected to. 

The Commissioners wish to direct your particular attention to the statement 
that there has not been a proper supervision of the statements of property and 
proxy claims. 

You will take care to give full notice to all the parties concerned, of the time 
you may fix for the inquiry. 

By order, &c. 

To \y. J. Hamilton, Esq., (signed) B. Banks, Ciiief Clerk. 

Poor Law Inspector, Kilkenny. 



(No. 9107—60.) 

No, 3 G, — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 2G April I860. 

The Coniniissiouevs fur ailministeriiig the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
have had before them the minutes of proceedings of the Bi-artl of Guarilians of 
New Ross Union on the IStli iustant, containing the report of the committee 
appointed by the Beard to senuinize the voting papers iu tlio late election of 
ouardians fur the New Uoss Eicetorui Division; and iu reference thereto tite 
Commissioners desh'e to state that they have instructed their Inspector, Mr. Hamil- 
ton, to inquire in regard to the several cases referred to by the committee, and 
then to report to them fully on the whole subject. 

Mr. Hamilton Mill give due notice to the p irties concerned of the time he may 
fix for the inquiry. 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk, (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

New Ross Union. 



(No. 9885—60.) 

No. 37. — Letter from Mr. TT’e/s/te to the Commissioners. 

Mount Elliott, New Ross, 

Gentlemen, 28 April i860. 

As I understand, a further inquiry is to be held into the recent election of 
guardians for New Ross, I beg to say that 1 object to the right of Mr. James 
279. c 4 E. Howlett 
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E. Hewlett voting as a landlord, or in respect of having a beneficial interest in 
the premises occupied by him, because Mr. Howlett is not the owner of the pro- 
perty ; it exclusively belongs to his vvife, and he alone signed the claim to vote. 

I am, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) John Walshe. 

Dublin. 



(No. 9888 — 60 .) 

No. 3S. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. JValshe. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 30 April 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in 
Ireland, acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d instant, relative to the 
late election of guardians for the New Ross Electoral Division ; and the Commis- 
sioners desire to inform yon that your letter will be referred to Mr. Hamilton, 
Poor Law Inspector, in whose hands all the papers relating to the inquiry re- 
garding the election have been placed. 

By order. See. 

To Mr. John Vvalsh, (signed) B. Banh, Chief Clerk. 

Mount Elliott, New Ross. 



(No. .9SSG— 00.) 

No. 39. — LETritR from the Reverend James T1 aZi'/t to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross, 28 April i 860 . 

I HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, No. 8971 — 60, of the 23d, 
with reference to mv communication regarding the conduct of the returning 
officer of the New Ross Union 

It does not appear from your letter, that you have been furnished hy the re- 
turning officer with the letter which he had received from Mr. Cliffc, appointing 
me to act as Mr. Cliffe’s proxy, and to which I had referred. 

I find that by the S4th section of 1 & 2 Viet. c. 66, a ratepayer may by- 
writing under his liand, appoint any person to vote as his proxy, &c., and that he 
or his proxy should give a statement of his name and address, and the property 
in respect of which the claim is made, &c. ; and by the 24th section of 5 Sc 6 
Viet. c. 92, it is enacted, that statement should be given one month at least, 
previous to the day of voting ; it does not appear that any particular form is 
indispensable ; but as 1 was anxious to have it done in the usual form, I )‘C" 
quested Mr. De Vine to call on Mr. Carleton for the proper forms, I being 
confined to my room bv illness at the time. Mr. De Vine left me to do so, and 
met Mr. Carleton in the street, when the conversation detailed in my letter of 
the 14th took place, and neither Mr. De Vine nor I had any idea that Mr. 
Carlcton’s reply, then and there was not to be accepted as reliable, trustworthy',- 
or official, because ihe communication was made in the street, and uot in the 
Board-room. I have been consequently misled, expecting Mr. Carleton to bring 
or send me the forms. 

It appears he sent Mr. Cliffe the forms. I know that Mr. Cliffe was from 
home at the time, and that Mr. Carleton had a statement of Mr. CUffe’s property 
made only one year previously, and had he sent me the forms, they could have 
been filled up in the proper time. 

I must say I consider his reply very unsatisfactory. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) James 

Custom House, Dublin. 
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(No. 9888— GO.) 

No. 40. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 1 May I860. 

With reference to your letter oftlie 17th instant on tlie subject of the com- 
plaint of the Reverend James Walsh, that you had deprived him of his ri^ht to 
vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe in the late election of guardians for the Ne-\v Ross 
Electoral Division ; the Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the 
poor in Ireland, request that yon will be so good as to state why you did not 
send the form for the required statement of claim to Mr, Walsh when applied 
for, on his behalf by Mr. De Vine. The iodginent of the requisite particulars by 
the proxy would have been quite sufficient. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Bayiks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, 

New Ross Union. 



(No. 9886—60.) 

No. 41. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Reverend James Wals/i. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, _ 1 May 3 860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2Sth ultimo on the subject of your 
complaint that the returning officer improperly rejected vour votes as proxy for 
Mr. Cliffe in the late election of guardians for the New Ross Electoral Division ; 
and in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to state that the returuing 
officer forwarded to the Commissioners, with his explanation on this subject, a 
copy of Mr. Cliffe ’s letter, appointing you as bis proxy', which is in the following 
terms : — 

“ I Iiereby appoint the Reverend James Walsh to vote as my proxy for the 
election of poor law guardians for the electoral division of New Ross, in the 
New Ross Union.” 

The doubt which the Commissioners hare felt as to the sufficiency of this 
document is, that it does not purport to appoint you to vote as Mr. Cliffe ’s proxy, 
in respect of any property not in his actual occupation, and there is nothing to 
show what property you claimed to vote in respect of, under it, or to connect it 
in any way with the statement lodged by the previous proxy. This defect might 
probably have been remedied by your lodging a statement of the property and 
the other requisite particulars, and the Commissioners have called upon the 
returning officer to explain why he did not send you a form when applied to for 
it on your behalf. 

It is not necessary, liowerer, that such statements should be made on the 
printed form ; all that is necessary is that the several particulars required by the 
Act of Parliament should be given, and this might have been done by you 
without receiving, a form from tlie returning officer. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Bonks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Reverend James Walsh, P. P., 

New Ross. 



(No. 10,192—60.) 

No. 42. — Letter from the Returning Officer to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross Union, 3 May 1860. 

I EEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 1st instant. No. 9886, 
relative to the complaint of the Reverend Mr. Walsh that I had deprived him of 
his right to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe. 

279. D In 
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In reply. I have to state for your information, that -wlieii Mr. De Vine inquired 
of me (to' use bis own words), had not Father Walsh to sign a paper, I replied 
yes, but that Mr. Clifie should sign it first, and that when I would get it back 
from Mr. Cliffe I would either call or scud it to the Reverend Mr. Walsh for his 

sio-nature to this Mr. De Vine expressed himself perfectly satisfied. I may add, 

that had I considered Mr. Cliffe’s note of the 3d February last a sufficient 
transfer of his proxy, I would have allowed tlie Reverend Mr. Walsh to vote 
whether he had signed the application form of proxy or not, believing the Act 
of Parliament liad been complied with ; but my objection was, that Mr. Cliffe 
had not si'^-ned any document in accordance with the Act of Parliament, appoint- 
ing the Rtwerend 'Mr. Walsli to vote as his proxy. 

I did not refuse to give a form to Mr. De Vine ; I told him the proper course to 
pursue, which fully satisfied him. 

^ I have, &c. 

(signed) Robert W. Carleton. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, 

&c. &e. &c. 



(No. 10,102 — 60.) 

No. 43.— Letter from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

SJr 7 May i860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3d instant, on the subject of the 
complaint of the Reverend Mr. Walsh that you deprived him of his right to 
vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe in the late election of guardians for tlie New Ross 
Electoral Division ; and in reference thereto the CommUsioiiers desire to state 
that they do not think it was necessary to require Mr. Cliffe to sign a fresh 
appointment of proxy after the receipt of his letter of the 3d February last, 
which was a clear appointment of the Reverend Mr. Walsh to vote as his proxy, 
and although that letter did not specify the property in respect of which he was 
entitled to vote, the statement previously lodged by Mr. Cliffe appears, so far as 
the Commissioners are informed, to have afforded all the requisite particulars, 
and even if you had any doubt on this point the requisite particulars would 
doubtless have been furnished by Mr. Walsh had )'ou supplied the form to 
Mr. De Vine when he applied to vou on behalf of Mr. Walsh on the subject. 

The 84 th section of the Irish Poor Relief Act does not absolutely require 
tliose particulars to be given by the party appointing tlie proxy, but provides 
that they may be given either by him or his proxy. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Ruuks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, 

New Ross Union. 



(No. 10,192—60.) 

No. 44. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Reverend James Walsh, 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Reverend Sir, 7 May 1860. 

With reference to your letter of the 28th ultimo relative to your complaint 
that the returning officer of the New Ross Union deprived you of your riglR to 
vote as pro-\y for Mr. Cliffe in the late election of guardians for New ^ss 
Electoral Division ; the Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the 
poor in Ireland transmit herewith for your information a copy of a further com- 
munication which they have received from the returning officer on the subject, 
together with a copy of the Commissioner’s reply. 

By order, &c. 

To the Rev. J. Walsh, P.P., (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

New Ross. 
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(No. 10,407 — 60.) 

No. 45. — Lettee from Mr. Boyd to the Commissioners. 

Dublin, 39, Kildare-street, 

Genlleinen, 5 May i860. 

I TAKE the liberty of referring you to the minutes of the meetings of the 
guardians of the New Ross Union, where Mr. P- J. Roche attends as a guardian 
for the electorial division of New Ross. 

By the official return made by the retuimiug officer, Mr. John Walsh has been 
declared duly elected, and not Mr. Roche. 

It is particularly desirable that no conflict should arise at the Board as to the 
right of those gentlemen, and as I apprehend Mr. Walsh is to all intents and 
purposes (until the return is altered) the proper person to act as guardian and 
not Mr. Roche, I take leave to ask for your opinion and directions on the 
point. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Thomas Boyd, Poor Law Guardian, 
New Ross Union. 



(No. 10,407—60.) 

No. 46. — Lettee from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Duiilin, 
Sir, 7 May I860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland, 
desire to state for the information of tlie Board of Guardians of New Ross Union, 
that they have received a communication from Mr. Thomas Boyd, in which he 
calls attention to tlie facttliat Mr. P. J. Roche attends the meetings of the Board 
as a guardian for the New Ross Electoral Division, althonch according to the 
official return made by the returning officer, Mr. John Walsh has been declared 
duly elected, and not Sir. Roche. 

The return made by the returning officer to this office, has the names of 
Messrs. John Walsh, Thomas Boyd, and Michael Power, as the guardians elected 
by a majority of votes for the electoral division of New Ross. 

Altlioiigh an inquiry is at present pending, which may possibly result in 
establishing that Mr. Roche had the majority of valid votes, at present the Com- 
missioners consider he has no right to act in tite capacity of a guardian. 

On the other Land Mr. Walsh, who is returuod as guardian, but may be dis- 
placed by the result of tlie inquiry, is entitled to act as guardian until the result 
be declared by an order of the Commissioners, under the 23d section of the 
6 & 7 Vicl. c. 82. 

By Order, &c. 

To the Clerk, New Ross Union. (signed) R. .BunA*;, Chief Clerk. 



(No. 10,407—60.) 

No. 47. — Letter from the Commissioner; to Mr. Boyd. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 7 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in 
Ireland, acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 6th instant, in which you 
call attention to the fact, that Mr. P. J. Roche attends the meetings of the New 
Ross Board as a guardian for the New Ross Electoral Division, although accord- 
ing to the return made by the retnrning officer, Mr. John Walsh has been 
declared duly elected, and not Mr. Roche ; and the Commissioners transmit 
herewith for your information a copy of a letter which they have this day 
addressed to the Board of Guardians on the subject. 

By Order, &c. 

To Thomas Boyd, Esq., ‘ (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

39, Kildare-street. 
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(No. 10,485—60.) 

]\To_ 48 .— Letter from Mr. Walsh to the Commissioners. 

Mount Elliott, New Ross, 

Gentlemen, ^ May 1860. 

Permit me to cfll your atteiition to the fact of my having been declared by 
the retumino' officer, under his hand and seal, duly elected one of the guardians 
of the electoral division of New Ross in this union, and that Mr. Roche, who 
had a lesser number of votes, has since been acting in my place. 

I believe that when the lists were first made out, it was supposed Mr. Roche 
had a inajonty over me, and that a communication was made to him by the clerk 
to that effect; but subsequently, the returning officer, in his official return, 
declared the majority in my favour. Now, until that return is altered, I submit 
I am the legally elected guardian, and have a right to act and vote as such, and 
1 now respectfully demand that I may be permitted to do so. 

I am, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) John Walsh. 

Custom House, Dublin. 



(No. 10,485—60.) 

No. 40. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. W’alsh. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 8 May I 860 . . ^ . 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 7th instant, in which you call atten- 
tion to the fact that Mr. P. J. Roche attends the meetings of the Board as guar- 
dian fur the New Ross Electoral Division, altliough, according to the return made 
by the ruturuing officer, you were the party declared duly elected, and not Mr. 
Roche ; and in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to state that their 
attention, has already been called to the circumstance referred to, and they enclose 
herewith, for your information, a copy of a letter which they have addressed to 
the Board of Guardians on the subject. 

By order, kc. 

(signed) W. D. Wodswortk, 

To John Walsh, Esq., For Chief Clerk. 

Mount Elliott, New Ross. 



(No. 10,604—60.) 

No. 50. — Report from Mr. fV. Hamilton, Poor Law Inspector, to the 
Commissioners. 

Sir, Duncannon, New Ross, 8 May 1880 . 

I BEG to acquaint you, for the information of the Poor Law Commissioners, 
that 1 arranged with the Board of Guardians of New Rosa Union, at their meeting 
on the 2 d instant, to hold the inquiry directed by your letter of the 26tb ultimo, 
on the 7th instant; and amongst other parties I wrote on the 3d instant to Mr. 
Boyd, giving him due notice. (Mr. Boyd, however, did not attend the inquiry, 
and I have this morning received from him the annexed letter). 

I accordingly held the inquiry yesterday, and after having taken all available 
evidence I adjourned it to Friday the llth instant, in order to allow sufficient 
time to communicate with certain parties affected, and whose cases in some in- 
stances I 'could not fully investigate in the absence of Mr. Boyd, who acts as their 
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In the meantime I beg to forward to you Mr. Walsh’s letter, referred to me on 
the 30lh ultimo, with the accompanying- evidence which I have taken on the 

^*^^Ir. Walsh was unable to give me any infurmalion of his own knowledge, and, 
under the circumstances, Mr. Hewlett declined going into the claim. 

I annex the claim herewith, it belongs to another series of papers, No. 
7242 &C. 

May I request instructions from you by Friday next, as to whether the Com- 
missioners wish me to take any further steps in this particular case. 



B. Banks, Esq. 



I have, Sic. 

[signed) IF. J. Haviilton. 



[No. 10,604—60.) 

No. 51.- Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. H\ Hamilton. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir - ^ I860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowled°-e the receipt of your letter of the 8th instpt. wifh which you transmit 
the evidence taken by you in reference to the objection raised by Mr. John 
Walsh to the votes given by Mr. J. E. Hewlett, in respect of beneficial interest 
in property in bis actual occupation in the late election of guardians in the New 
Ross Union, from which it appears that ‘Mr. Walsh has failed to sustain his 
obfeclion, and that Mr. Hewlett has declined to produce evidence in support of 
his claim’ to vote as landlord until some ground is shown for doubting its correct- 
ness and you request to be informed whether, under the circumstauces, the Com- 
missioners*^ wish you to take any further steps in this particular case. 

in reply the Commissioners desire to state that unless some reasonable cause 
to doubt the accuracy of Mr. Hewlett’s claim is shown during the progress of 
the inquiry, the Commissioners do not think that you should require iir. Hewlett 

to produce’anv further evidence in support of it. 

The Commissiouers, in their letter of the 26th idtimo, requested you to direct 
your particular attention to the- statement of tlie_ committee of the Board of 
’Guardians that there had uoL been a proper supervisioii of property and proxy 
claim® and it is possible that when dealiug with iliat branch of the inquiry, Mr. 
Howk’tt’s claim may form subject for further iuvestig-ation. 

The Commissioners return herewith the evidence and other documents which 
accompanied your letter. 



To W. J. Hamilton, Esq., 
Poor Law Inspector, 
Fiddown, Piltown. 



By order. Sac. 

(signed) TF. D. JVodsworth, 



For Cliief Clerk. 



(No. 10,738—60.) 

No. 52.— Extract from Guardians’ iiinutes, dated 9tli May 1860. 

TI«d Letter (No. 10,407-60), dated 7tl. May 1860, leUdir-e to tie retarn of 
and stating tliat Mr. John Walsh, Mr. Tltomas Boyd and Mr 
|“cha“po«r ore the |oardkns elected by a majority of votes for the electoral 

division "f f feels astonished at the letter read this day from 

Resolved, ^ Ih. m B -Walsh should sit as a guardian 



SSch list, -as can be seen from minutes of the Boaid. 
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(No. 10,999 — 60.) 

No. 53. — Report from Mr. W. Hamilton, Poor Law Inspectorj to the 
Commissioners. 

Sir, Wexford, 12 May 186 0. 

Adverting to my letter to you of the 8th instant, I now beg to acquaint you 
that I have inquired into the cases referred to in the report of the committee 
appointed by the Board of Guardians of New Ross Union to scrutinise the voting 
papers in the election for tlie New Ross Electoral Uivision. I have likewise 
inquired into some additional cases brouitht forward during the progress of the 
inquiry. 

I forward herewith the minutes of evidence and documents referred to therein, 
as taken by me at New Ross on the 7th and llih instant, after full notice to all 
parties concerned, e.\cepting Lord Mountgarreit, and in his Lordship’s case as he 
was, as I was informed, absent from the country, I communicated with Lis agent 
Mr. Cahill. 

The first allegation in the report of the committee is, “ That we find many 
irr^iilarities took place in the distribution of voting papers.” 

Tite irregularities specified are, 1st, “ Ratepayers Laving been in several cases 
called up at night to receive and return voting papers.” 

On this point head constable John Simmins states, “That some of the voting 
papers were left after 10 o’clock, p. in.,” and a perusal of his evidence will show 
that in consequence of one of the sub-constables being unable to leave all the 
voting papers up to half past 9 p. m., on the night of the 20th March (the last 
day for issuing the voting papers), the sub-constable had come to him and re- 
ported the circumstance. 

Head constable Simmins took immediate steps, “ He arranged the lists of those 
who had not been served, and sent llie sub-coustable to serve them. It was 
probably lOi o’clock, p. m., when a voting paper was sent off to be delivered at 
Mr. Brebon’s residence at Newtown, distant about two English miles from the 
Police Barracks.” 

Head constable Simmins could not state “ How many voting papers were 
brouglit 10 him on the occasion referred to.” 

“ The same number of policemen were employed to deliver the voting papers 
as on former occasions ; three for the town of New Ross alone.” 

He attributes the inability of the police to distribute the entire of the voting 
papers at an earlier hour on tr.e 20 th, to the fact that “ One of them went to the 
country to leave some of the f)apers on iiis lists, for persons whose residences were 
outside the town.” He specified a case in which a roan named “ Redmond, of 
Ballintubber, had to be served four miles from the station;” and another case 
where A man named Keogh, of Lackan, hud to be served by the same man, 
at a distance of three miles from the barracks ; both names appear in town 
lisls.’^ 

Head constable Simmins further stated, “ That the names of the Rev. J. Corvan 
and of Mrs. Napper, were on a town list.” lie discovered at once that the voting 
papers for them ought to be given to a constable in the Berkeley sub-district, 
and thus he saved the delay and inconvenience which would have resulted had 
their papers been given to a constable of Ross district. 

“ Mr. Brelion’s name was on two lists, if not three,” and “ .Sub-constable Ward 
had U) go to his residence at Newtown, two miles off, twice, before the third 
voting pajDcr was sent off as already stated, at half-past 10 p.m., on the 20 th 
Marcii.” t' i- > 

Head constable Simmins states, that “so far as he is aware, no voting paper 
was collected until after it had been for 24 hours at the residence of the voter.” 

A voting paper was left by the head constable with “ Mr. Power, of North- 
street, between 11 and llj p.m. On the 20 th, a man named Patrick Quin, who 
Hves next door to Power, was served with a paper about the same time.” There 
is nothing to show tliat these were the last persons to whom voting papers were 
distributed on that night. 

Sub-constable John M'Carthy, the snh-constable who made the report to Head 
constable Simmins at half-past nine o’clock, p.m., on the 20 th, states: “ I was 
occupied in leaving voting papers from 8 a. m. until a late hour of the night. It 
was entirely owing to want of time that I could not serve some of the papers 

earlier 
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earlier than I did. I had to go to the countiy to serve some of the persons on 
the town lists.” 

As to the preparation of the lists the returning officer states : “ I employed the 
poor-i’ate collector to prepare the lists, be being the only person who was aware 
of e^es in which parties had more than one holding ; my inslructions to him were 
to make out the lists, arranginu the towjilands, so as to afford the^ greatest faci- 
lity in the distribution and colliction of the voting papers. In sorting the voting 
papers afterwards, I found a little more facility in one or two instances could be 
given, and made out new lists accordingly. The papers were sent W the pulice 
in proper time. The electoral division of New Ross is all in one police di>tiictj 
and the papers for the district were given to the one man sent by the sub- 
inspector for them, same as on previous occasions. The lists for the proxies and 
statements for claim were separate and distinguished by being indorsed in red 
ink ; everything was done on my part to facilitate the constabulary arrangements. 
My directions were, that they were not called upon to go out of the district. 
Redmond and Keogh had no residences in New Ross Electoral Division, and the 
collector inserted their residences in the country in the lists. 

The next irregularity specified is, “That in several instances voting papers 
jKued foi' all residents have been returned by the police «itli, ‘mem. parties not 
known.’ ” The cases of Michael Brec-n, Simem alsh, both of John-street, 
Lawrence Neill, of North-street, James Connors, of South-street, and John 
Wynne, of Mary-street, are tlien referred to. 

Mr. Michael Breen states, “ That no voting paper was left at his house ; he 
did not apply for a paper ; he thinks tiiat on the day alter the voting papers v.ere 
left with the other parties he was on bis way to the workhouse, but met the 
returning officer, whom he did not then know ; but he thinks it was then after 
five o’clock. Mr. Micliael Power,” one of the candidates, “ had sent word to 
him by a workhouse boy to come up to vote, but he (Breen) was unwell, and 
unable to leave his bed on the day on wiiic!) he was sent for. 

The returning officer slates, “ that lie issued a voting j^aper for Michael Breen, 
and that it was not returned to him.” 

In Simon Walsh’s case, Sub-constable Robert Ward states, “ I recollect^ going 
to Simon Walsh’s residence iu John-street, with a voting paper for him. I 
found no one in the house, which was locked up. I took the paper away 



witli me.” _ . , 

And in reference to this case the returning officer states, *I issued a paper 
for Simon Walsh, and it was returned blank, and marked not in the house. _ 

I have only furtlier to slate in reference to Simon WuUli, that I gave him 
notice of the inquiry by letter on tbe 3d instant, but he did not attend the 

Lawrence Neill’s case, Sub-constable John M‘Cavty states : “ I left Law- 
rence Neill’s voting papers Ly mistake with John Po«er. Constable Siinrains 
discovered the error, and got the paper from Power, and ^ye it to me, desmug 
me to acquaint the returning officer, which I did on tlie lollowmg day, I Ivdd 
him Power had filled both papers. He said it was too lute, that he could not 

issue another paper.” * , -v,t t 1 

Head-constable Simmons, in Ins evidence, states, “ M hen I went to Mr. John 
Power’s of North-street (beUveen 11 and 11 A p.m. on the night of the 20th 
llarcli) to leave the paper, I was umler the impression he had not been served 
at all When I saw him he told me he had got a paper. 1 said, perhaps it was 
a wrong one, ns I liad tbe paper bearing his number, and I left it witb him. I 
tookih? wrong paper from him, and on tbe following day I sent word to the 
letuming officer that a wrong paper bad been left with John Power. ^ 

The returnino- officer states, ‘-I issued a paper for Lawrence Neill, and it came 
baeksionedJ. Power. J recollect the Polieeraan M‘Carty coming to me, as well 
as I can remember, on the 21,st March ;,he said he bad made a mistake about 
Neill’s uaper, and asked for another paper. I said I could not give him another 
raoer one having been regularly issued already. I am not certain whether or 

Lt I Lid that he might come up to the Board-room and vote. ^ 

I have only to observe further m this case, that of course John Povver s vote, as 
given on Lawrence Neill’s paper, was disallowed, andtbat Lawrence Neill lost hts 
vote by the mistake in the issue of the paper. . - ,1 

In Mr. James Connor’s case, it appears Irom the statement that a voting paper 
was left at his residence in South-street ; that he mislaid it, and could not hnd it 
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when the police called, and that consequently it was not collected ; he, subse- 
quently, found the paper and retained it. 

Mr. John Wynne was written to by me on the 3d instant, but he did not attend 
the inquiry. The returning officer states ; “ John Wynne’s name was on the list 
for Mary-street ; his paper was'returned blank,” 

Sub-constable M'Carthy states, “ I was unable to find John Wynne. I know 
nothing further than that I could not find either John Wynne <3r his residence, 
and I returneil the paper blank.” 

In this case, I have only to remark that there is a man of the name, who resides 
in Mary-street. 

The committee then proceed to remark, “ That although these parties might 
have claimed to vote in pei-son before the returaing officer, the greater number 
of such ratepayers are ignorant of that provision in the Act, or do not understand 
when to avail themselves of it.” 

It is unnecessary for me to make any comment on this, and therefore I pro- 
ceed to the next statement, “ that two voting papers have been issued to Mary 
Foley as an occupier, and that three votes were recorded for her.” 

It appears there are two ratings, one in Ballyroe Ujiper, and another in New- 
town Commons. In Ballyroe Upper, Mary Foley is rated for 2l. lOs., and in 
Newtown Commons, the representatives of Patrick Foley are rated for 44 1. 15 s. 
A voting paper was issued for each rating, and three votes were allowed. 

In this case, the returning officer states, “I was not aware that Mary Foley 
was the representative of Patrick Foley : she is only entitled to two votes.” As 
I have already observed, three votes were recorded. 

The next statement in the report of the committee is ; “We find that John 
Ericson was at sea during the time, and for days before and after the issue and 
return of the voting papers, and that Ids signature must have been forged lo his 
voting papers, and that his vote has been allowed by the returning officer.” 

In Mr. Jolm Ericson ‘s case, his wife, Ellen Ericson stated “ John Ericson 
was in Liverpool when the voting paper was left. It was not sent to him ; the 
signature to it. is not. his.” 

In point offact, the signature to the paper was written l)y Mrs. Ericson, as 
she was quite prepared to admit ; but as there was no other evidence to prove 
the case, I abstained from doing more than to ascertain from her whether or not 
the signature is that of her husband. 

John Ericson is still at sea, and, therefore, I could not question him on tlie 
subject. 

One vote has been allowed in this case. 

It has n<it been alleged, nor is there any reason to believe that, wlien the 
returning officer allowed this vote, he was aware that the signature was not that 
of John Ericson. 

The next statement in the committee’s report is ; “ We find the police memo- 
randum, ‘No paper received fi’oin clerk for John Fox, of Michael-street, and the 
clerk produced a returned paper as received blaulc from same man.’ ” 

Sub-coDStiiblc Robert Ward states in bis evidence, “I do not believe I got 
any paper for John Fox.” 

The returning officer states in liis evidence; “ 1 issued a paper for John Fox, 
and it was returned blank.” 

The next statement in the report of the committee is: “ No voting paper was 
left for Martin Howell, of Butiers-land, who was entitled to two votes.” 

Martin Howell in his evidence states, “ I did not receive any voting paper; 
I am an occupier and a ratepayer, and entitled to vote ; I have resided at Butiers- 
land since I was born.” In this case, the name corresponding to the number was 
“ Hewlett,” the name erroneously entered in the last valuation and rate-books ; 
in previous valuation books it was “ Howell,” the sub-constable being unable to 
find “ Hewlett,” did not issue the pap»r with the number to the name in the list 
“ Howell,” and consequently Howell was left without a voting paper. 

The next statement in tlie committee’s report is: “We find only two votes 
recorded for Andrew Hughes, although his valuation entitled him to three.” 

In this case the returning officer states : “ The valuation of Andrew Hughes is 
60 1 . ; but that includes a house valued at 16 L, not in his occupation since the 
last rate was made ; I therefore only allowed him two votes.” 

Before proceeding to the subject of property and proxy claims, I will dis- 
pose of the cases of Andrew Byrne and of R. Guy, referred to in the report of 

the 
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the Cotmnittee, and to the cases of the parties named in the margin,* which "were 
brought forward during the progress of the inquiry, and objected to for the 
reasons which I wiil state in each case. 

The case of Andrew Byrne is that referred to in my report of the 12th ultimo, 
No. 8648—60. ^ 

The returning officer states in his evidence : " Andrew Byrne is entitled to two 
votes, he having paid all rates due as occupier ; I disallowed his votes because 
he owed rates as lessor, and I was not aware that such was not a valid objection, 
for some days after tlie election had terminated ; nor did 1 know that Andrew 
Byrne’s votes had been disallowed on these grounds until my attention was called 
to the fact.” 

In the Report of the Committee they state ; “ The returning officer aiso states 
that he now considers the vote of R. Guy should have been recorded for Walsh 
and Royd, instead of Boyd and Power.” 

On reference to the voting paper, it appears the votes were given for Walsh 
and Boyd, and they have been so recorded ; the returning officer slates, “ Captain 
Guy’s votes have been correctly recorded,” so that probably the statement to the 
Committee was made under some misconception. 

In the case of Patrick Butler, it appears from the statement of head constable 
Simmons, “That on the night of the 20th March, ho took from John Finn an 
uiffilled paper which had been left with him in error, and gave it, as well as he 
recollects, to a man named Butler, for whom it was intended ; that Butler got 
two papers, and said he was entitled to two.” 

On its being stated that there was but one man of that name in John-street, 
and clearly sliown that such was the case, the returning officer stated, “ At the 
time Patrick Butler’s paper was issued, 1 was led to believe there were two 
Patrick Butlers in John-street, as two men of that name appear on the list ; I 
allowed the votes of both. 1 am now satisfied from what I have this day heard, 
that ihere is only one Patrick Butler ; I allowed the votes on both papers ; the 
valuation in one case is 12^. lOs., and in the other 5/.; he is therefore only 
entitled to one vote.” 

It does not appear that any objection was raised to either voting paper at the 
time, but it is now manifest that both were signed by the one and only Patrick 
Butler in John-street, and the fact of there being two ratings, appears to have led 
to the belief that there were separate occupiers. 

In Mr. Redge’s case the voting paper was uot collected, and it was sought to 
be shown that it had not been called fur. Sub-constable McCarthy, in liis evi- 
dence, states : “ I recollect calling for the voting paper of Mr. Redge, of Pnory- 
lane. I waited for 10 minutes or a quarter of an hour, knocked several times, 
and iiltimatelv went away without it.” The paper was not returned to the 



returning officer. . si t i 

lu Hannah Neville’s case, it appears from the evidence sub-constaole Jolin 
M‘Caitlu', “that he received a voting paper for Hannah Neville, Mary-street. 
He states ; “ I did uot leave it, and I marked on my list, ‘ No Hannah^ Neville in 
Mary-street.’ I am aware that there is a person ot the name oi Anastatia 
Neville in Mary-street, but 1 could not find any Hannah Neville. Hannah 
Neville’s voting paper (C 2) was returned blank. 

Sub-constable Ward states, “ that he got a voting paper for Anne Hennessey ; 
it was not returned to him ; he called for it.” In this case it was not very clear 
that the woman was entitled to a vote ; however, the point raised was that the 
voting paper had not been collected, and sub-constable Ward’s evidence goes to 
show that it was not owing to his not having called for it. _ . 

Mr. Thackaberry’s vote was objected to, on the ground that it was not owing 
to any “ default ” on the part of the police that his voting paper was not coiiectea. 
Sub-constable Ward states, “ I called for Mr. Thackaberry’s paper, but ne was 

no at home when the sub-constable called for his voting 
paper; he had it in his pocket. The returning officer states ; '• Mr. I hackaberry 
called, and left his voting paper at the board-room on tbe.day after Mr. buolie, 



» Patrick Butler’s case. Anne Heimessev. C®sar Du&eld. 

Mr. Hodges’ do. Mr. Thackaberry. 

HuDEah Neville. Mr. Suche. , 

And, finally, the manner m wnicli the lists are auea. 



Stephen Dunne. 

G. A. Alexander (vote a? occupier). 
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and he thinhs Mr. Sucheleft his on the last day for the collection of the voting 
papers.” 

In Mr. Suche’s case iiis vote was objected to, on the ground that lie had not 
waited for the police to collect it, but had delivered it pei-sonally to the returning 

Sub-constable 'Ward states : “ 1 recollect calling for Mr. Suche’s paper tlie last 
dav for collection ; he told me he bad delivered it himself. I think it was in the 
evening” about four o’clock, perhaps.” The returning officer states : “ Mr. Siic'ne 
callcMl and left his voting paper at the board-room, I think on the last day for the 
colh-ction of the voting papers.” 

Mr. Duffield’s vote was objected to on the ground that he had not voted out 
of the premises for whicli a voting paper had been issued. 

In ro.^ercnce to this case the returning officer state? : “ A paper was issued by 
me ibr the number appearing opposite Caesar Duffield’s name, in Mary-street ; 
he came to me and said he resided in South-street, and had received no voting 
paper. I allowed him to vote out of his premises in South-street, for which do 
paper bad been issued ; he voted on one of the days appointed for the purpose.” 
The question was then raised as to the vote of the occupier of Mr. Dutfield’s 
former house in Mary-street, which the returning officer showed had been 
properly disallowed, “ because he had not paid the rates.’ 

A question was then raised as to why Stephen Dunne’s vote was disallowed, 
Mr. Hewlett asserting that Dunne paid the rates ; it was shown by the returning 
officer, that Mr. Hewlett was the ‘person rated as lessor ; that the valuation is 
1 1. 15 S; and he (the returning officer) had disallowed the vote.” 

Mr. George Agar Alexander’s vote as an occupier of premises in Priory-street, 
was objected to on the ground that his sister, Miss Alexander, had lodged a claim 
(X.) out of the same premises. Mr. Alexander’s statement on this subject is as 
follows : “ I vote as an occupier out of No. 40, Priory-street ; the claim now pro- 
duced (X.) is my sister’s, and it is a claim out of the same property.” 

It appears that one vote was recorded for Mr. Alexander, as an occupier of 
these premises, in addition to the six votes allowed as occupier of the bridge. 
See my report of the 12 th ultimo. In reference to this case, the returning officer 
states; “ I was not aware that Mr. Alexander voted as an occupier at the time 
1 allowed his votes for the bridge; I thought his sister was the occupier of the 
house in Priory-street ; the paper (W.) appears from the list to have been issued 
for Mr. G. A. Alexander, as an occupier in Priory-street, and I did not become 
aware of the fact until after the inquiry into the matter.” {See the evidence 
taken by me on the 11 th April last, No. 8648, and my report in reference to 
Mr. Alexander’s votes, as an occupier of the bridge.) 

Timothy M‘Can, the solicitor employed by certain parties affected, made an 
objection to the manner in which the lists were filled ; he selected two as speci- 
mens ; viz., V 1 and V 2, which, the returning officer in his evidence refers to, 
and states, “ I did not consider it necessaiy to have the place of abode filled up, 
except incases where the party resided away from the premises rated.” 

I now proceed to the subject of the statements of property and proxy claims. 
The Committee state in their report; *’ We find that Mr. Boyd has been 
allowed to give six votes as proxy for Lord Monntgarrelt, although the state- 
ment of his Lordship’s property included property not in the electoral division 
of New Ross, and we do not find on inquiry that his Lordship’s property in the 
electoral division of New Ross will entitle him to more than four votes.” 

The returning officer, in his evidence, states ; “ I produce Lord Mountgarrett’s 
appointment of proxy. In it is included Whitmoor, which is not in the electoral 
division of New Ross. I did make a note of the fact when I received the paper, 
but there being no contest at tlie time, it escaped my memory. I allowed six 
votes, on the ground that Whitmoor had been valued at 36 1. in a former return 
(R.), dated 1854, Rylea being in Whitmoor electoral division. The 160 1. in 
the first proxy, as the value of Mountgarrett, had, I was informed, increased in 
the interim by the falling in of leases, and I am aware that in the interim Lord 
Mountgarrett had parted with some of his property in Whitmoor electoral divi- 
sion. 1 cannot give my authority for my statement that Lord Mountirarrett s 
property had increased in value in New Ross electoral division, by the falling 
in of leases. I have no idea who my informant was.” 

1 was in hopes that Mr. Boyd, the .proxy for Lord Mountgarrett, would have 
been able to give some particulars in. reference to this case ; but as he was^ unable 
to attend the inquiry on the 7th instant, I wrote to Mr. Gahill on the 8ih instant. 
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Mr. Caliill is Lord Mountgarrett’s agent. I did not receive his reply until after 
the terniinalion of the inquiry on the lltli (see Z 1), and at the inquiry on that 
day, Mr. Boyd could give no inforniatiou on the suhject. Baliyroe, mentioned 
in Mr. CaliilVs letter, is in the electoral division of New R<ss, but it is not one 
of the denominations contained in the paper marked (P.), and I liave thought it 
right so to inform Mr. Cahill. 

The next statement in the report of the Committee is : “ We find that Lotitia 
Niipper appears to have voted on a claim, as landlord, out of the same property 
for whicli Mr. Boyd held a proxy, and voted also.” 

Ti:e returning officer, in his evidence, states : “ I produce Mrs. Napper’s state- 
ment of claim to vote, dated 11th February 1854 (see L,), and her appointment 
of proxy, dated ITth February 1869 (see M.). She voted under the former, and 
Mr. Boyd voted under the latter. I am now of opinion that the houses in Quay- 
street, referred to in both documents, are one and the same. Two votes were 
allowed on the prosy (N.), and two votes on the claim (0.).” 

In reference to this case Mr. George 4gar Alexander stated in his evidence : 
“1 liave been authorised by my sister, Mrs. Napper, to say, that at the time she 
appointed Mr. Boyd as her proxy, the fact of the previous claim had escaped 
her recollection.” 

The next statement of the Committee is ; “ We find that Mr. Alexander ap- 
pears to have claimed, as a landlord, having a beneficial interest out of a house 
long vacant, and which is in his possession, and Iris vote has been allowed.” 

The returning officer produced Mr. G. A. Alexander’s statement of claim 
(see S.), on which he was allowed three votes (see T.) Mr. Alexander states : “One 
of niy houses ou the quay is unlet j I cannot distinguish which ; I suppose it is 
one of the five on the quay. I now receive, and have for some time past re- 
ceived, 40 1. profit rent My house at present unoccupied was so in 1 854, and has 
been so for over 10 years. The rents of the other houses have not varied during 
the intervening period.” 

This would reduce the net rent from 55 /. 0 s. 7 d. to 40 /. 

The next statement in the Committee’s report is : “ That on inquiry^ it does 
not appear to us that Mr. William Glascott’s claim as a landlord will entitle him 
to more than two votes in the electoral division of New Rcss, and Mr. Boyd, 
as his proxy, has been allowed three.” _ r .. 

’] he returning officer states; “I produce Mr. Glascotts appointment of proxy; 
and he adds, “ When the late Mr. Robert Tottenham held Mr. Glascott’s proxy 
the value was 63 7s. id., I allowed three votes. I have no ^^rsonal^ know- 
ledge as regards Mr. Glascott’s property in New Rdss electoral division. 

Mr. Boyd states, Mr. Glascott’s property in South-street is 46 ?. 3 1 d., and 

in the parisli of St. Mary’s, in the electoral division of New Ross, he has, besides 
16 1 2 S. 4 d., of which 1 0 /. 10 s. is payable out of lands. 

On (be 7tli instant, a question was raised as to \%hether one of the houses m 
the Rev. John Alexander’s proxy -paper (S. 2) was not included in Mr. G. A. 
Alexander’s statement of claim (S.) Ou the lltli instant, Mr. G. A. Alexander 
showed that such was not the case; he states, “The Rev. John Alexander, my 
brother, is the owner of another bouse not included in my claim ; it is let to Mr. 



Rice,” &c. . XT rv • . * 

Miss Alexander’s claim (X.) appears to be out of premises, No. 40, Priory-street, 
for which her brother voted as an occupier (see former observations in tins Report) . 
A votino- paper was issued for this claim, but was nor, returned, and of course 
there is no vote recorded. „ , « . . tTT 

The last statement in tlie Report of the Committee is, “ We are of opinion 
that there has not been a proper supervision of the statement of property made 
for the purpose of appointing proxies, or giving additional votes as landlords. 
In reference to this, the returning officer states : “ When I receive a claim or a 
nroxv paper, I examine the amount of entries stated therein, and if 1 see no 
ieasoo to doubt t'ne amount, I adopt it. I produce registers Nos. 1, S. and 3 U, 
and I rerise them every vear where a contest occurs ^ I likewise produce the 
original documents of all claims and proxies in force at the recent elecuon. 

“I have received a considerable number of slatemeiits of property and proxy 
daims since the last election ; these I have not as yet posted ... die 
registers, wishing that evervihing relating to this election slion d be 6rst settled. 

Wien the ori|inal documents, which appeared to be carefully preserved, were 
produced, the Committee requested me to go into every one ot iheiii ; i said 1 
would go into any case where reasonable cause to doubt the accuracy ot the 
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document was shown, after the party affected had full notice, but I declined to go 
into the inquiry under any other circumstances, and the point was not urjEed. 

I have now referred to every case specially submitted to me, and I believe the 
Commissioners have the full facts before tliem. 

It now only remains for me. iu reference to your letter to me of tlie 9th 
instant, No. io604 — 60, to state that as regards the accuracy of Mr. James E. 
Howlett’s claim, referred to in my letter of the 8th instant, Mr. Boyd attended 
the inquiry on the lltli instant, and stated the grounds on which he disputed 
Mr. Howlett’s claims, viz., that “he had heard him state on his oath before a 
jury that the property referred to in the claims was settled exclusively ou his 
wife.” 

Mr. James E. Howlett’s statement that he has an interest during his life in the 
property, and that as well as he can recollect he never stated that he had no life 
interest in it, will be found iu the annexed evidence relating to this portion of 
the inquiry. 

Mr. Boyd left the room, declaring he would procure the document in which 
Mr. Hewlett made his statement on oath in one of the courts in Dublin, and 
transmit it to you. 

I beg to return herewith all the papers relating to the inquiries that I have 
held at” New Ross connected with the recent election. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) TV. J. Hamilton. 



Enclosure in No. 53. 

(No. 10999-60.) 

Minutes of Inquiry at New Boss, 7 May 1860. 

Head Constable John Simmins. 

John Simmins, head constable, duly sworn, states ; Some of the voting papers were left 
after ten o’clock, p.m., on the grounds that at half-past nine o’clock, one of the sub-con- 
Stables employed told me, that he had been unable to leave all the papers up to that hour ; 
that he had to go to the country to leave some of tlie papers on his lists for persons whose 
residences were outside tiie town ; in one case, a man named Bedmond, of Ballintubber, 
the constable had to go a dbtance of four miles from the station to leave a paper with him ; 
and in the case of a man named ICcogh, of Lackan, the same sub-constable bad to go about 
three miles to leave a voting paper. Both Redmond’s name and Keogh’s appear in town 
Bsts; their papers were to be served by the same man. 

In another case the names of the Reverend J. Cawan and Letitia Napper appeared on a 
town list ; I discovered at once that the voting papers for them ought to be givcn_ to a 
constable in the Berkeley sub-district, and that I saved the delay and inconvenience 
which would have resulted from their papers being given to a constable of the Ross 
disb-ict. • T 1 V 

Mr. Brebon’s name was on two lists, to my own knowledge; three, I bebeve. 

When the report was made to me at half-past nine o’clock, I first arranged the lists of those 
who had not been served, and sent the sub-con.stuble to serve them ; Mr. Brehon’s name 
was one ; I dare say it was about half-past 10 o’clock when I sent off the constable, with a 
second man as company ; I do not recollect how many such cases there were ; hir. Brehon s 
residence at Newtown is about two English miles from the barrack; Ward, the sub- 
constable, bad to go twice to Mr. Breliou’s before the last sub-constable went; after havi^ 
left one paper at Mr. Brehon's, he found his name on another, and_ had to go again; 
Brehou resides in the Berkeley sub-district. I think there were either 15 or 17 lists tor 
the town of Ross alone ; on further consideration tliere were more ; the same number of 
men were employed to deliver the voting papers as on former occasions ; three for the town 
of Ross alone. 

No voting paper was collected until after it had been for 24 hours at the residence ot the 
voter, so far as 1 am aware of. . , . , 

The paper which was left with Mr. Power, of North-street, was left with him between 
11 and half-past 11 o’clock, a.m., on the night of the 20th, and was left with him until the 
evening of the 22d of March ; wlien I went to Mr. John Power’s, of North-street, to 
leave me paper, I was under the impression he bad not been served at all; when I saw 
him, he told me had got a paper ; I stud perhaps it was a wrong one, as I had the paper 
bearing his number, and I le^t it with him. I took the •wrong paper from him when I 
gave Inm the correct one. ... . , 

When I found from Power, on the night of the 20th, that he had been furnished with a 
■wrong paper, and that he had signed it, I left his correct paper, and on the following day 
sent word to the returning officer, and acquainted him that a wrong iiumber had been left. 

On the night of the 20tb, I left a voting paper -with Patriclc Pinu, who lives next door 
to Power, in North-street ; at the same I took from him an unfilled paper which had been 
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left with him in error, and I gare it to the man it was intended for ; I do not recollect the 
number or the name, but I con-ccted the error ; as well as I recollect, I gave the paper to 
a man named Butler, who got two papers, and said he was entitled to two. _ 

So far as I was concerned myself, I left papers at the residences ot the parties, no matter 

•whether they resided in or out ot the division. _ xi j n * n,, 

^ John Simmins, Head Constable. 

Sub Constable John McCarthy. 

Sub-constable John M'Carthv, duly sworn, states : I left Laurence O’Neill’s voting 
paper hy mistake, with John Power; constables Simmins discovered tiie error, and got the 
mpcr’fi-oin Power, and gave it to me, desiring me to acquaint the returmng offacer, which 
I ki on the following day ; I told him Power had filled both papers ; he said it was too 
late, that he could not issue another paper. 



Sworn before me, this 7th May 18G0. 






Mr. James Connors, South-sti'eet. 

Mr James Connors, of South-street, states : That a voting pajier was left at lus residence 
in South-street; that he mislaid it, and could not find it when the police culled, and that it 
was consequently not collected ; he subsequently found it, and it is now, he believes, at 

home. y y— I 

James Lonyior. 



Michael Breen, of John-street. 

Michael Breen, duly sworn, states : I reside in John-street ; no voting paper was left at 
mv house ; I did not apply for a paper ; I think, on the day after the voting papers were left 
With the other parties, I was on my way to the workhouse, but I met the returning ^cer, 
whom I did not then know, but it was then after five o’clock. I think LIr. Michael Power 
had sent word to me by a workhouse boy to come up to vote, but I was unwell, and 1 was 
unable to leave my bed on the day on which I was sent for. 

Michael Breen. 



Mr. Laurence Neill, of North-street 

In the case of hlr. L.aurence Neill, it is admitted that no voting paper was left for him; 
the paper intended for him was left in error with Mr. John Power, and filled by Mr. 
Jolm Power(5re Nos. 103 andllS); he did not apply for any paper. 

Laurence Neill, dulv sworu, states : I did not receive any voting paper ; i did not apply 
for a voting paper, as I was ignorant of the provisions in the regulations as to my right to 
do so under the circumstances. Laurence Neill 

Martin Howell, of Butlersland. 

ilartin Howell, of Butlersland, dulv sworu, states : I did not receive any voting paper ; I 
am an occupier and a ratepayer, and entitled to a vote. I have resided at Butlersland since 

I was born. Martin HoicelL 



Memorandum.— lyx this ca.se the name corresponding to the number w.as Hewlett, the 
name erroneously entered in the Lost valuation and rate-book : in previous vahiation books, 
it was stated to be Howell, and the error has been corrected at the recent revision ; ihe sub- 
constable, being unable to find Hewlett, did not leave the paper, and, consequently, HoweU 
was deprived of his votes. ^ ^ 

Sub Constable Robert Ward. 

Sub-constable Robert IVard, duly sworn, states : I recollect going to Simon Walsh’s 
residence in John-street wifii a voting paper for him ; I found 



the paper away with me. The house was locked up. 



the house ; I took 
Robert Ward, Sub Constable. 



Sub Constable John McCarthy ; Re-examined. 

Sub-constable John JPCartby, duly sworn, states: I was unable tofind John Wyime. 
I know nothing further than that I could not find either John Wynne or ms residence, and 

I returned the paper blank. r-,r t, , c -n • i ^ 

I recollect cahinn- for the voting paper of Mr. Redge, of Pnory-lane ; 1 waited ior ten 
minutes or a quarter of an hour ; knocked several times, and ultimately went away with- 

JiiSn Ji'CartAy, Sub Constable. 
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Ellen Ericsoii. 

Elleu Ericson states : Tlsat slie is the wife of John Ericson ; he was iu Liverpool wheu 
the voting paper was left ; it was not sent to him. The signature to it is not his. 

Ellen Ericson. 



Sub Constable John Curthy ; Re-examined. ' 

Sub-constable John Jl'Carthy, duly swoni._ sUites : I got a votins paper for Hannah 
Neville, a.lary-street. I did not lea\ e it, and 1 marked on my list, ‘•"No Ilauuali Neville 
in biary-street.” I am awm-e that there is a person of tlie name of Anastasia Neville in 
Mavy-street, but I conlcl not iiucl any “ Hannah Neville.” 

I was occupied in lea\ing voting jwpers from 8 a. m. until a late hour of the night. It 
was entirely owing to want of time that I could not serve some of the papers eai-lier than 
I did : I had to go to tlic country to ssi-ve some of the psi-sons on the town lists. 

John M’Carthy, Sub Constable. 

Sub Constable Rohert IFcu'd-, Re-examined. 

Sub-constable Robert 'U’’ard, duly sworn, states: I got a voting paper for Anne 
Hencessy : it was not retuimed to me ; I called for it. 

I do not believe I got any paper for John Fox. I called for Mr. Thackaberry’s paper, 
but he was out, and 1 did not get it I recollect calling for Mr. Suches paper the last day 
for collection ; he told me lie had delivered it himself, i think it was in the evening, about 
4 o’clock, perhaps. 

Robert JFard, Sub Constable. 

Head Constable Joh7i Simmins; Re-examined. 

Head constable John Simmins, states : Mr. Thackaberry told me that he had his 
TO t iug paper in his pocket, and was not at home when sub-constable IVad called for it. 

John Simmins, Head Constable. 

]\femoi-07idum. — In Mary Foley’s case it appeara that there are two ratings, one in 
Ballyroe Upper, and auotiior in Commons, Newtown ; in the fonner case, Mary Foley is 
rated for 2/. 10a, and in the other the representalives of “Pat Foley ” for 4-ik 15s. A 
voting paper was issued for each mtiug, and three votes were allowed. 

hir. Rohert IV. Carleton, Returning Officer. 

Robert W. Carleton, duly sworn, states : I was not aware that Mai'y Foley was the 
re])rese]\tative of Pat Foley ; she is only entitled to two votes. 

The valuation of Andrew Hughes is 60 /., but that includes a house valued at 16 not 
in his occupation since the last rate was made ; I therefore only allowed him three 
votes. 

1 issued a ]>aper for Michael Brieii; none was returned to me ; I likewise issued a paper 
for Simon "VVaish, and it was returned blank, marked, “Not iu the house.” I issued a 
paper for Laurence Neill, and it came back signed “ J. Power.” I recollect the policeman 
Al'Carthy coming to me, as well as I can remember, on the 21st of March. H^ said he 
had made a mistake about Neill’s pajicr, and asked for another paper ; I said I could not 
give him a second paper, one having been regularly issued already ; I am not certain 
whether or not I said that Neill might come up to the Board-room and vote. 

At the time Patrick Butler’s paper was issued I was led to believe there were two 
Patrick Butlere in John-street, as two men of that name appear on the list; I allowed the 
votes of both. I am now satisfied, from what I have this day heard, that there is only one 
Pati'ick Butler. I allowed the votes on both papers. The valuation in one case is 
12 1. 10 s., and in the other 5 /. He is, therefore, only entitled to one vote. 

Andrew Byrne is entitled to two votes, he having paid all rates due as occupier. I dis- 
allowed bis votes becaused he owed rates as lessor, and I was not aware that such was not 
a valid objection for some days after the election had terminated, nor did I know that 
Andrew Byrne’s votes bad been disallowed on these grounds until my attention was called 
to the fact. 

Captain Guy’s votes have been correctly recorded. 

Mr. Suche and Mr. Thackaberry called and left their voting jiapers at the Board-room, 
I diink on the last df^ for the collection of the voting papers ; Mr. Thackaberry left his 
paper the day after iL-. Suche. I think BIr. Thackaberry said he was from home when 
the police called. I issued a paper for John Fox, and it was returned blanlc ; a paper was 
issued by me for the number appeai’ing opposite C®sar Duffield’s name in Mary-street ; 
he came to me and said he resided in South-street, and had received no voting paper; I 
allowed him to vote out of Ids premises in South-street, for which no paper had been issued. 
Re voted on one of the days appomted for the purpose. The occupier of the house in 
Mai-y-street voted, but his votes were not allowed, as he had not paid the rates. 

In Stephen Dunne’s case, BIr. Hewlett is rated as lessor ; the valuation is 1 1. 15 s. ; the 
vote was disallowed accordingly. 

As regards the supervision of the statements of property and prosy claims, I have to 

state 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




NEW ROSS ELECTORAL DIVISION. 59 

state that when I receive a claim or a^proxj paper, I e.ianimed the amount of entries 
stated therein, and if I see no reason to doubt the amount, 1 adopt it. 

I produce registers Nos. 1, 2, and 3 D, and I revise them eveiy year where a ecntest 
occurs. I likewise jjroduce the original documents of ail claims and proxies in force at 
tlie recent election. I have received a considerable number of statements of property 
and proxy claims since the last election there. I have not as yet posted intlie res 2 :cctive 
registers, wishing that everything relating to this election should be first settled. 

In the' case of Mrs. Napper, 'l produce her statement of claim to vote, dated 11th 
February 1834, and lier a’)pomtmcnt of proxy, 17th February 1S.39 ; she voted unuer the 
former, and ilr. Boyd voted under the latter. I am now of opinion that the houses in 
Quay -street, referre'd to in both documents, are one and the same ; two votes were allowed 
on the proxy, and two votes on the chvim. 

I iwodiice Lord Mountgarrett’s appointment of proxy ; in it is included Whitmore, 
which is not in the electoim division of New Boss. 1 did make a note of the fact when 
I received the paper, bi;t there being no contest at the time, it escaped my memoiy. 

I allowed six votes on the ground" that Whitmore had been valued at 36 1. in a former 
return, dated 1S54. Byleu being in Whitmore electoinl di\‘ision, the 160 I in the first 
proxy as the value of Slountgarrett had, I was infoi-med, increased in the interim hy the 
falling in of leases, and I am aware tliat in the iuterun Lord Moimtgarrett had parted 
with some of his property in Whitmore electoral division. 

I cannot give my antliority for my st.atement that Lord Moimtgarrett's property liad 
Inareased in%alue in New Ross electoral division, by the falling in of leases. I have no 
idea who my informant was. 

I produce Mr. G. Alexander’s statement of claim, and the Bev. John Alexander s 
proxy {S. 2), he (Mr. G. A. Alexander) was allowed three votes. 

I likewise produce Jlr. Glascott’s appointment of proxy, when the late Mr. Eobert 
Tottenham bcid Mr. Glaseott’s proxy, the value was 63 1. 1 s. id. I allowed three votes. 
I have n.> personal knowledge as regards Mr. William Glascott’s property in New Ross 

clectoi-al division. _ ^ , 

Robert W. Carleton. 

Inquiry adjourned to Friday, the 1 1th instant, at 12 o’clock, in order to allow sufficient 
time to communicate with certain parties affected. 

W. J. Hamilton. 



Mijrt'TES of Inquiry resumed at New Ross Workhouse, Friday, 11 May 1860. 

Ijr reference to the case of Lord Mcimfgarrett’s claim, I read to the Committee a copy 
of a letter which I had addressed to Tvlr. Caliill, and to which I have received no reply. 
Mr. Bovd, the proxy, can give no information on the subject. 

IF. J. H. 

Mr. G. A. Ale.xander. 

George Agar Alexander, duiv sworn ; One of my houses on the Quay is unlet, I cannot 
distinguish which ; I supiwse it is one of the five on the Quay ; I now receive, and have 
for some time past received, 40 1. profit rent. 

The Rev. Jolm Alexander, my brother, is the owner of another house, not included m 
my claim ; let to )Mr. Rice, adjoining the vacant house on the Quay. 

‘Mr. Rice pays my brother 26 1. 10 s. per annum to me as his agent, and he pays no 
head rent. , . , , , 1 ^ 

As re<rards my sister, Mrs. Napper’s, case, I have been authorised by her to say that at 
the time°she appointed Mr. Boyd as her proxy, the part of the previous claim had escaped 
her recollection. . , 

With reference to my own claim in 1854, my house at present unoccupied was so then, 
and has been so for over 10 years; the rents of the other houses have not varied during 
tlie intervening jieriod. . 

I vote as an occupier out of No. 40. Priory-.'^treet; I i-eside with my sisters, Miss Alex- 
ander, in the same house. No. 40, Priory-street ; I do not pay them rent, nor do they 
pay rent ; we all live together ; this claim now produced is my sisters’, and it is a chum 
out of the same property. 



G. A. Alexand'^r. 



The Committee, at the time thev objected to Mr. Glascott’s claim, were mder the im- 
pression that he had no other beneficial interest in South-street than that arising trom the 
^und-rent of the chapel; Mr. Boyd, on be’ualf of Mr. Glascott, states, that Mr. Gla^ 
cott’s propertv in South-street is 46 7. 3 5 . 1 d. ; and that in the parish of bt. ilary s, m 
the electoi-al ’division of New Ross, he has, besides, 15 /. 2 s. 4 d., 10 1. 10 s. of which is 
pavablc out of lands. ^ . , . , ^ 

I have no doubt that, as the Committee states, Mr. Glascott only receives 40 1. lor tie 



ground-rent of the chapel. 

279 ' 



Thos, Boyd. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




40 



PAPERS RELATING TO THE 



Mr. Robert W. Carleton. 



Mr. Robert W. Carleton, duly sworo, states ; As regards the preparation of the lists, I 
employed the poor-rate collector to do so, he being the only pereon ■who was a'ware of 
cases in -which parties had more than one holding ; my directions to him were to m^e out 
the lists, aiTanging the townlands so as to afFor3 the greatest facility in the distribution 
and collection of the voting papers ; in sorting tlie voting papers afterwards I found a 
little more facility ; in one or t'vo, instances could be given, and made out new lists aecord- 
iugly ; the papers were sent to the police in the proper- time ; the electoral division of New 
Ross is all iu one police district, and the papers for the district were given to the one man 
sent by the sub-inspector for them, same as on previous occasions ; the lists for the proxies 
and statements for claim were separate, and distinguished by being endorsed in red ink ; 
everything was done on my part to facilitate the constabulary arrangements ; my directions 
were, that°they were not called iiiion to go out of the district. Redmond and Keogh had 
no residences in New Ross electoral division, and the collector inserted their residence in 



the county on tlie list, as Mr. Carr objects to the filling of the lists ; I hand in two as 
specimens ; I did not consider it necessaiy to have the place of abode filled up, except in 
cases where the party resided away from the premises rated. 

I annex John Lynn’s voting paper; his name was on the list for Maiy-street; his 
paper was returned blank. 

I was not aware that Mr. Alexander voted as an occupier at the time I allowed hla votes 
for tlic bridge ; I thought his sister was the occupier of the house in Prlory-strcet ; the 
paper appears, from the list, to have been issued for Mr- G. A. Alexander, as an occu- 
pier in Priory-street, and I did not become aware of the fact until after the inquiry into 
the matter. 

Robt. W. Carleton. 



Sworn before me this 11th May 1860. 

W. J. Hamilton, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



John Walsh. 

John Walsh, duly sworn, states: My brother-in-law wrote the letter now produced, in 
which I object to Mr. Hewlett’s votes as a landlord ; I do so on the ground tliat the pro- 
perty is Mrs. Hewlett’s, and not his ; I do not know this of my own knowledge, but I have 
heard so ; I gave my brother-in-law a letter, which he copied, but I did not write the 
original; Mr. Boyd, I believe, wrote the original letter in pencil, and he handed it 
to me. 

I do not recollect who told me the property was Mrs. Howiett’s, but I beard it often 
tliat Mrs. Hewlett had the property settled on herself. 

John WaM. 

Sworn before me, 7th May 1860. 

TV. J. Hamilton. 

Poor Law Inspector. 



Mr. James E. Howlett. 

Mr. James E. Howlett, having heai-d Mr. John Walsh’s statement, declines^^at present 
to do more than deny the accuracy of it. He states, tliat as it appears from Mr. Walsh’s 
statement, that he himself has no knowledge of the matter, and that it was at the instance 
of Mr. Boyd the objection was really made; he declines, until Mr. Boyd, from Ms own 
knowledge, makes the objection, going into his claim; hut he will at any time, if such 
objection be made by Mr. Boyd, be prepared to prove the accuracy of his claim. 

James E. Howlett. 



Minutes of E-vidence taken at New Ross, 11 May 1860. — W. J. Hamilton. 

Thomas Boyd. 

Thomas Botu, duly sworn, states : I heard Mr. James E. Howlett state, on his oath 
before a jury, that the property referred to in the claims now produced, was settled 
exclusively on his wife. I have written several letters for Mr. Walsh, for him to transmit 
to the Poor Law Commissioners, relative to the recent election, and ! wrote the letter, 
which I believe Mr. Walsh forwarded, making this objection, and I did so in the least 
offensive maimer that I could to-wards Mr. Howlett. It was about the year 1853 or 1852 
that I heard Mr. Howlett make the statement ; I was then concerned for some of Mr. 
Howiett’s creditors, and I believe that since that time Mr. Howlett has been in the receipt 
of the rents specified in his claim, and 1 have paid him rent myself, and that he has been 
in occupation of the premises in Priory-street. ^ 

^ ^ Thomas Boyd. 
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James E. Howhtt. 

James E. Ho-wlett, duly sworn, states :—My claims, signed in February 1860, and now 
produced, are correct ; I am in receipt of the rents therein specified ; part of the premises 
mentioned in the claims are in my wife’s settlements, and part are not ; part of them I 

have acquired since 1854. ^ 

As to the parte of the property which form a portion of my marriage settlement, I have 
always believed, and still believe, 1 am entitled to receive the rents ; and as to the other 
part, I have absolute conti-ol, irrespective of any settlement. The farmhouses and yards in 
Su<rai-House-lnne arc the premises acquired since 1854 ; the remainder are m settlement. 
To“the best of my knowledge and belief, I consider 1 Lave an interest during mv life m 
the property settlwl on my wife ; to the best of my knowledge and belief, Mrs. Hewlett 
has not the’esclusive right to the remainder of the property ; and, as well as I can recol- 
lect, I never stated that I bad no life interest in_ it. I am in exclusive occupation of the 
nremises mentioned in the cairn on the premises iu Priory-street. 

' Jfinifs E. Howlctt. 



(No. 11554—60.) 

No. 54.— Letter from Mr. Boyd to the Commissioners. 



Gentlemen, 

I BEG leave to transmit to you an attested copy of the schedule hied bv i\lr. 
James E. Hewlett when he was declared a bankrupt in the year 1854. I refer 
you to the Lists E. and F., in the former of which the property out of which Mr. 
Howlett claimed to vote as landlord (with the exception oi 15/. 15 i'. a year, 
which Mr. Howlett acquired since), is described ; and I call your attention to the 
76th section of the 6 and 7 Will. 4, c. 14, by which bis interest vested in 
his assignee, discharged from any claim of Mr. Howlett’s. 

1 reo-ret that Mr. Howlett should persevere in urging his claim, which has 
Tendered the present step necessary. 

I need scarcely add, that Mr. Howlett’s receiving the rents since his bankruptcy 
must be under the power referred to in his settlement, namely, in discharge of 
the aunuitv' settled on Mrs. Howlett. 

' I am, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Thmiai Boyd. 



Enclosure in No. 54. 



Extracts 



(No. 11564—60.) 

from Schedule filed by Mr. Janies E. Howlett of New Ross, m the Court 
Bankruptcy and Insolvency in 1854. 



of 



The Court of Bankruptcy and Insolvency. 

The Schedule and Balance Sheet of James Edwd Hewlett of hjiv Kos_i m the munty 
of Wesford, merchant dealer and ehaproM, sniumng pMtner oi the firm of MartiuHo^^^^ 
and James Edward Hewlett, trading as Howlett and Co. In Bankruptcy. Petihon Med. 
Aeaiust whom a Commission of Bankruptcy, beating date the I2th day of January lSo4, 
has been awarded and issued forth, and is now iu prosecution. 

Javies Ferry, 

SnliMtor for the Bankrupt. 



279- 



F 



Lisx 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




4'i 



PAPERS RELATING TO 



List (E.) — Of FiiEEHOi.D and Leasehold Estates. 



(All the Columns are to be cai-efully filled up.) 



No. 


Parcels, Described by Nnmes aad Quinliiies, 
nnd where Situate. 


of Head Reute. 


Arm) nt 

of Profii, Rent, or 
Annuai Value. 






£. s. d. 


£. 5. 


1 


Bridget Store, New Ross 


7 10 - 


42 10 - 


2 


Dwclling-iiouse, Priory-street, New Boss - . - 


19 10 - 


unoccupied. 


3 


Bi'CAvery - - ditto .... 


42 - - 


unoccupied. 




Bonded Warehouse, 2 DwelHiig-liouses, Quay of New 
Ross. 


13 16 11 


38 - - 


5 


Two Dwe!ling-houses, Mary-street. New Ross - 


2 - - 


16 - - 


6 


Dwelling-house, Store, Priory-street, New Ross - 


31 10 - 


partly unoccu- 
pied. 


7 


Two houses - . - - dilto - - ditto - - 


7 2 2 


33 - _ 


8 


Store Quay, New Ross ...... 


31 10 - 


87 10 - 


9 


Two houses, Cross Laud, New Ross .... 


8 - - 1 


' unlet; non-pro- 
ductive. 



By uicleiuiire of settlement, bearing date the 25tli day of September 18ol, made in con- 
templation of the unu-riage of bankrupt; between J. H, Devercu.K, Esq., first pai't; 
Margaret Deveveux, spinster, second ]iart; bankrupt, third part; Martin Howlett, bankrupt’ 
for the fmirtli part; John Howlett and M. Huvvlett, for tiie fifth part, and Martin John 
Howlett and Sir Walter Devereux, sixth part; after reciting ns tlicreiii, it is witnessed that 
in cousiderntiuu of the intended marriage, and of the fortune of Miss Devereu.x, an<l of 
10 s. to Martin Howlett and bankrupt, paid, they, the said Martin Howlett and James 
Edward Howlett, granted and conveyed to Martin John Hondett and John 'Walter 
Devereux the premises therein described and above referred to ; to hold for the respective 
terms fur which said premises were held, subject to an annuity of 60 /, a year payable 
tbercoiit. Upon trust fur the rise of IMartin Howlett and James Edward Howlett for life or 
until said James Edwjird Howlett should become bauhru]>t or insolvent; upon and after 
that event, to j>ay to tbc said Margaret 200 1. a year upon her own receipt, and alter her 
death, intrust, so fiir as regards said annuity of 200 i. a year for the issue of said marria^'e as 
therein exjiresscd. The |)resent are iusufficient to pay the prior charge of 60 1. a°-ear, 
and the said anunity for bankrupt’s Avife. The settlement and title dee^ds are in the"^ pos- 
session of the tmstces, but a copy of the settlement will he furnished to tiie iissio-nees. 

James Edward Hoiolett. 



(No. 10099— GO.) 

No. 65.— Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

_ 22 May 1800 . 

The Commissioners for adniinistoring the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
have received Mr Hamilioa's report of tlje inquiry whidi he recently held into 
tiie late election of guardians for the New Ross Electoral Division of New Ross 
■Union, and especially into the statements contained in the Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Guardians to inspect the voting papers. 

In regard to tlie statement that many irregularities took place in the distribu- 
tion of the voting papers, it is shown that some of the voting papers were not 
delivered until after t;en o’clock at night on the second day for issuing voting 
papers. It appears by tiie evidence of Head Constable Simmons, that the same 
number of men were employed as on former occasions, but that tliey were never- 
theless unable to get through the duty until a late hour on the night of the 
second day for di8tribtitii)n ; aher be attributes this to the circumstance that some 
of the nien employeol to distribute voting impers in the town had to go into the 
country to leave some of their papers on their lists, for [jersons whose residences 
are outside the town. It is the duly of the returning officer to have the voting 
papers arranged in parcels according to town, lands, or streets, or similar order. 

as 
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as far »8 practicable, and to have them so an-anscd that the persons emploved 
may distribute and collect tliem as nearly as possible m the crclcr m yrhich they 
receive them. It is manifest that this duty was very miperiectly dischavged on 
the occasion of the late election, as many instances are given in winch persons 
residiiio- a considerable distance from the town had to be servea_ by the persons 
employed on the town lists, in one case (tliat of Mr. Bre lion), it is statect that 
his name was on two lists, if not three, and the sub-constable had to go twice to 
his residence at Newtown, two miles off, before the third paper, winch was one ot 
those which the sub-constable had been unable to deliver, was sent ott at hall- 
nan ten on the night of the 20th of .March. It is, no doubt, a mutter ol con- 
siderable difficnltv, where the same ratepayer occupies several tenements in 
different parts of 'the electoral division, to arrange the lists in convenient cidei 
for distribution ; the steps taken by the Returning Officer to 
detailed in his evidence, and he apiiear.* to have availed himself of the a.ssistance 
of the collector for this special purpose, but still, from the number of caf;cs w hicli 
occurred in which tlie aiTungemenr. was d-icctive, it is difficult to avoid the con 
elusion that sufficient care was not bestowed on the preparation ot the lists. 

In reference to the statement that m seveial mstimoes papers i«ued lor old 
residents, have been returned by the police, with a memoraudum that the parties 
were not known, the cases of the following ratopuyers appear to have been eTHpiired 
into, viz. : -Michael Biveii, Simon Walsh, Luurc-uce NciU, 



not having been returned ; wliile .Alichael Brecne swears unit ne mu 
it In the case of Simon Walshe, a paper was duly issued, but retnrrud idank, 
and it is sworn by the cr-nsiuhle that he could not deliver it, there bem ^ 
in the house, which was locked up. In Laurence NeilU^case it is admitted ly 
the constable, that he left the paper by mistake with aiiotiier ratepayer. James 
Coraior admits Laviug Teaeived a voting painsr. but states that ''' J 
in John Wvraie’s case the constable s*«rs that he oon .d not find cithei John 
Wynne, or his residence, and that ha returned ihe paper blank. _ 

The next statement in the report, viz., that two voting papers were issued to 
Mary Foley as an occupier, and that three votes were recorded for In-r, hilly 
Simd by the evident ; and it appears fmthor that she was only enlnled to 
two voles, ilid that cmiaequently one vote in escess of the proper nomber has 
ken lecotded. It appear-s that Mary Foley is tv.t.d on a vah.at.on of it L 10 . 
in Ballvroe. and that the i-epiesentative ol Palrie.t Foley is rated on .i 
of A4 ;■ 13 s. in Newtown Commons. Siary Foley, it appears, is the repi sen . - 
tive oi Patrick Foley, bat the returning i.flicer not being aware ol ."‘o' '"«• 
issued two voting papers, and allowed, the votes f 

votes, which would be correct accordimg to tne valuanons .f taken 
but not correct wi.en the valaa.tions are, as lay aic ‘ 

of Parliament, aggregated ; the aggregate auiount oiilj gi'mg * 

In regard to the voting paper of Join. Eriosoa, it .s clear Irom t .e ev .c 
of his wife that he did not sign it, and the vote is taoretore bad. 

In tk case of John Fox, sub-cons.ahle Robert '.Yard states, that he docs not 
belt-e he Tot any paper for John Fox, while on the nth, r hand > 
officer swears that he issued a paper for John Fox, and l.iat i v as 

“tL circumstance tint no voting paper was left for Martin Howell, who is 
Tititlecl to two votes is accounted for by an errur in the rute-b .ok; tae n.aiie 
ek Id the lasfrke-book, and in the vlduation on which that rate w aynade 
bebo Howhtt; and the constable not bemg ab.e to hnd any person of l.te namt 

S'lhiriauers^^^^ 

In the , jYiklountgarret. Whitmore, and Mountmnrragh, and t be 

made m respect . o of Whitmore, however, are not m the 

mterest claimed is 3o0 1. Uie lanu interest in the 

electoral divisma. f^-SrintotS 

remaining lauds, and the only inioima j Commissioners 

379. 
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Oimmissioners is contained in a letter from Lord Moantgarretfs agent to Mr 
Ham. ton,. n winch he states, that the rental of Lord Mo, migarrett’s property of 
Mountgarrettancl Mount, nurrongt.’s Island, is lay I, less tithes, about il ■ ^ftis 
amount would give five votes. ’ 

Tiie statement that .Mrs. Nappe,' voted on a claim as la.idlo,'d out of the sa.ne 
pi'operlj; fo,' wind. Mr. Boyd voted, as her proxy, is sustained bv the evidence • 
so also IS the statement, that one of the houses included in Mr Alexander’s 
claim has long been vacant, and a ,ote in excess of the proper number has been 
allowed on that clami. 

The number of votes allowed to Mr. Glasscotfs pi-oxy (three) appears to have 
been correct, h being stated ra evidence by Mr. Boyd, that the property in 
South-street IS 46 L 3 x. 1 d and m the parish of St. .Mary’s, in the Lctoral 
land'™ Pi'y^ble out of 

It is shown also by the evidence of the .-etm-ning officer that the votes of 
Andrew Byrne were disallowed on insufficient grounds, the ari-ear of rate which 
tms pi-esumed to disentitle Mr. Byrne, having been made on him in the capacity 
of immediate lessor. ^ ^ 

The statement in the report that the votes of R. Guy should have been 
recorded for Walsh and Boyd, instead of Boyd and Power, appears to have been 
made under a misappi-ehension, the votes having been in fact recorded for W’alsh 
und Soj^d. 

The above observations comprise all the cases which are mentioned in the 
Report of the Committee, but many other cases were inquired into bv Mr 
Hamilton, which require some notice, and are as follow : 

Case of Patrick Butler.— Two papers were issued to Patrick Butler in 
respect of two separate holdings, it being- supposed at the time that the two 
holdin^gs were occupied by two different persons. It now appears however 
that they are both occupied by the same person, aud the aggregate value beimr 
under 20 1., only one vote should have been allowed. ® 

Caseqf Mr Hedges— pie voting papev in this case was not collected, and it 
was sought to be shown that it had not been called for ; this however is negatived 
by the evidence of sub-constable M'Carthy. 

Case of Hannah. Neville, -L voting paper was issued for “Hannah -Neville 
Mary-street, but the constable could not find such a person, and returned the 
paper, with an observation to that effect. 

Case of Hannah Hennessy.— A. voting paper appears to have been issued for 
Anne Hennessy, and duly delivered, but was not returned to the constable when 
he called for it. 



Case of Mr. ThaeJeaberri/.— The vote was objected to in this case on the 
ground that it was not returned in the ordinary way through the person appointed 
to collect the voting papers. The paper appears to have been handed to the 
returning officer by Mr. Tliackaberry himself, but the Commissioners think the 
returning officer ought not to have accepted it, as the only case in which the 
regulations permit of the receipt of a voting paper, otherwise than through the 
hands of the appointed collector, is where it has not been collected through his 
default, which was not the case in this instance. 

Case of Mr. Suche.— The objection in this case is similar to that in Mr. 
Thackery’s, and the Commissioners think it is well founded. 

Case of Mr. Casar Dufield.—The objection in this case is, that Mr. Duffield 
did not vote out of the premises for which the paper was issued. It is admitted 
that the returning officer issued the voting paper for the number appearing oppo- 
^te to Mr. Duffield’s name, in Mary-street, but that it afterwards appeared that 
•Mr. Duffield was not entitled to vote in respect of that number, but that he was 
entitled to vote in respect of premises in South-street; and the returning officer 
allowed him to vote in respect of these latter premises, and the Commissioners 
think he acted correctly. The numbers in the lists and on the voting papers 
are merely intended to facilitate the delivery and collection of the voting papers, 
and the recording of the votes, but there is nothing in the Irish Poor Relief Acts 
or the election regulations which would deprive a ratepayer of his right to vote 
merely on the ground that the number does not correspond vritli the property 

out 
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out of which the right to vote arises. The vote given by the occupier of Mr. 
Duffield’s former house (in Mary-street), appears to have been properly dis- 
allowed, he not having paid the rate. 

Case of Stephen Dunne.— vote was shown to have been properly dis- 
allowed, the immediate lessor, and not Stephen Dunne, being the party rated. 

Case of Mr. G. A. Alexander . — Mr. Alexander’s vote, as occupier of premises 
in Piiory-street, was objected to on the ground that his sister had lodged a claim 
to vote out of the same premises. This objection was not sustained ; but as Mr. 
Alexander has been allowed six votes, as occupier of other property, wliich is the 
greatest number of votes that can be given by one ratepayer in one capacity, the 
vote must be disallowed. 

Case of the Rev. John Alexander.— k question was raised, whether one of the 
houses included in this claim was not also included in the claim ot Air. G. A. 
Alexander, but this was shown not to be the fact. 

Case o/'il/r.J. Mr. Hewlett has claimed to vote in respect of 

an interest in various property in New Ross Electoral Division, amounting to 
233/. 5 5 . Qd. He admits that the whole of this property, excepting some 
houses in Sugar House Lane, the interest in which amounts to 15 /. 15 5., is in 
settlement ; but he states that he has always believed, and still believes, that be 
is entitled to receive tlie rents ; that he considers he has interest during^bis life 
ill the property settled on his wife ; aud that, to the best of his knowledg'e and 
belief, she has not the exclusive right to it. On the other hand, Mr. Boyd has 
forwarded to the Commissioners a schedule in bankruptcy, filed iu 1854, in 
which the settlement is recited, and bv which it appears that the property was 
conveyed to John Howlett and John Walter Devereux, upon trust (subject to an 
atmuity of 60 ibr the use of Martin Howlett and James Edward Howlett, for 
life, or until said James Edward should become bankrupt or insolvent, and upon 
and after that event, to pay to the wife of said James Edward 200 /. a year, upon 
her own receipt, and, after her death, in trust, so far as regards the said annuity 
of 200 for her issue. In the absence of any specific evidence rebutting this 
statement, which is verified by Mr. Howlett himself, the Commissioners think 
that the votes cannot be allowed, except as to the property in Sugar House Lane, 
whicli carries only one vote. 



The cases which were investigated by Mr. Hamiltou previously to the report 
of the committee were the following: — 



1. iniliam Can-.— A vote was allowed, in the first instance, in respect of Mr. 
Carr’s beneficial interest in the premises which he occupied; this vote, however, 
was subsequently deducted, Mr. Carr owing an arrear of rate. 

2. Mrs. Meehan .— votes were iu the first instance disallowed by the return- 
ing officer, but were afterwards recorded, having beeu disallowed under a mia- 
• apprehension of the state of the law. 

3. Mr. Crostkxmite.—Fonr votes disallowed, on the ground that rate due more 
than six months on premises iu their occupation bad not been paid, it was 
contended that the rate was due by the landlord, but as Mr. Crosthwaite was the 
party rated and legally liable, the Commissioners think the disallowance was 
correct. 



4 Mr G A Alexander ; 6 votes. — The circumstances of this case are fully 
detailed in the returning officer’s evidence, and the Commissioners think that, 
although it is clear that Mr. Alexander could not vote as the agent or pro.xy tor 
the owners of the bridge, the reiuvning officer acted correctly m allowing him 
to vote as occupier. 



6. Lundy E. Foote . — Mr. Foote and two other persons appear to be jointly 
rated in this case, but Mr. Foote being the only one who_ voted, the retani- 
ine officer allowed him the full number of votes the valuation of tne property 
■would ujve, and not his proportionate shore only, and the ComniissioneK 
think that he was justiied in doing so by the terms oi the bod of the Irish 



Poor Relief Act. 
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A question a|)pears to have been aLo raised as to Mr. J. E. Hotvieit’s occupa- 
tion votes, a rate having been matle on him in respect of a vacant store, which he 
had not paid, and which the guardians ulterwards declared to be in-ecoverable. 
The Commissioners, liowevtr, do not think that a rate which could not be leo-ally 
recovered can be regarded as a rate, “ duly made and assessed and they do not 
think, therefore, that under the special circumstances of the case these votes 
could properly be disallo'ved. 

The following statement shows the number of votes recorded for each candi- 
date, as shown by the amended return made by the returning officer, and the 
numbers as they stand, after adding or deducting the votes in which the return- 
ing officer’s decision has been shown by the inquiry to be eri’oneous: 



' — 


Power. 


' Boyd. 


Walshe. 


Roche. 


Cartt. 


Number of votes accordiDg to 
Return. 


319 


1 

807 


271 


26S 


246 


Votes to lie added: 












Andrew Byrne - . _ 


- 


2 


2 


- 


- 


Votes lo be deducted : 


319 


309 


•273 


2U8 


240 


Mary Foley - 


1 


- 


1 


- 


I 


John Ericson . - . 


- 


1 


I 


- 


_ 


Lord Montgarrett 


- 


1 


! 1 


- 


- 


Mrs. Napper ... 


- 


2 


2 


- 


_ 


Ml. Alexander (owner) 


- 


1 


1 


- 


_ 


Ditto - - (occupier) 


- 


1 


1 


- 


- 


Pal Butler - - - - 


1 


1 




1 


_ 


Mr. Thackcry . - . 


1 


I 


- 


_ 


_ 


Mr. Suche - - - - 


1 


- 


_ 


- 


_ 


Mr. J. E. Howlett(owner) - 


5 


- 


- 


5 


5 




9 


8 


7 


6 


e 




310 


301 


206 


203 


240 



It thus !i])])ears that t!ie genflemeu finally returned by the returning officer 
as the gniirdians elected, viz., Messrs. Power, Boyd, and VVolslie. have obtained 
a majority of valid votes, and the Commissioners pi’opose to issue an order under 
their seal, declnriiig such to be tlie fact. 

It now only reiuiiiiis to consider the conduct of the returning officer in this 
election, and the opinion e.vpressed bv the committee, that there has not been a 
proper suucrvision of the sbitements of property made, for the purpose of appoint- 
ing proxies or giving additional votes as landlords. 

In regard to the supervision of the claims to vote, Mr. Hamilton states, that 
when the original documents, which appeared to be carefully kept, were produced, 
he was requested to go into every one of them, but this he declined to do, but 
expressed his readiness to go into any case in which there was reasonable 
cause to doubt the accux*acy of the document, and the matter v^as not pressed 
further. 

The course adopted by the returning officer in reference to these documents is 
described in bis evidence, and appears generally satisfactory j but at tiie same 
time it is difficult to understand bow he could liavc issued voting papers and 
allowed votes both to the ow-uerand her proxy (ns in Mrs. Napper’s case), had 
he conducted tlie examination with ordinary care. The same observation is 
applicable to LordMountgarrett’s proxy, where votes were allowed in respect of 
property not in the electoral division, 'ilie returning officer’s explanation in refer- 
ence to tliis case is very unsatisfactory. It appears that when he received the paper, 
he observed that it included property not in the division, and made a note of the 

fact, 
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fact, but tliere being no contest at the time he forgot it. The conduct of the 
returnino" officer throughout the election has nor, in the opinion of the Coiiimis- 
sioners, been by any means satisfactory, and he has shown a want of decision 
which renders it very doubtful whether he can be regarded as a fit person to be 
entrusted with the duties of the office in future. The circumstances connected 
with the making of the return for New Ross Electoral Division have caused con- 
siderable embarrassment. When the rotiirn was first received by the Commis- 
sioners, Mr. Roche appeared to be the third successful candidate, but upon look- 
int>' io tlie letter which accompanied the return, it appeared that he had forwarded 
it, subject to the opinion of the Commissioners, as he specified the cases of certain 
voters, and stated what his decision had been, adding, “ If I am right in this 
view of the Act of Parliament, the return is correct.” The view taken by the 
returning officer appeared to be en’oneous, and the Commissioners could not, 
under thrse circumstances, regard the return as final, and they accordingly ex- 
plained to him the trite state of the law on the points raised by him, and sent 
back his i*eturn for any amendment which might be necessary. Some days 
afterwards the return was received back amended, showing Mr. W'alshe as the 
third successful candidate, and Mr, Roi'he as imsuccess'ul. Immediately after 
sending up his return for the fir^t time he gave notice to Mr. Roche that Ire was 
elected, and although he disci.veivd afterwards that Mr. Ruche had uof obtained 
a majority of valid votes, and amended his return by inserting the iiatne of Mr. 
Walshe as the guardian elecied, lie has never given Mr. AValshe notice ofth fact, 
nor apprised Mr. Roche of In's orror, but lias cuutiuued, as the Conunissinners 
understand, to forward to that gentleman the usual notices of business to bo tran- 
sacted, as if he were the guardian duly elected. 

Tlie Cuimuissioiiers will feul it necess-iry to cuusider whether Mr. Carleton can 
ao-ain be eutrnst-. d with the duties of returning officer, hut in tlie meantime they 
will be glad to receive and cuusidtr any observations which tlie guiirdiuns may 
desire lo make ou the subject. 

E_v order, fcc. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Presiding Chairman of the 

Board of Guardians, New Ross Union. 



(No. 11554 — GO.) 

No. aC. —L etter fiom the Commissioners to Mr. Boyd. 

Poor Law Comrni.'Sion Office, Dnbli: , 
Sir, 24 May ISUO. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Irokml, 
acknowledge tlie receipt of your letter'’of the 19th instont, in which you advert 
to Mr. J. E. Howlctt’s claim to vote in the eleciion of guardians for New Ross 
Electoral Division, in respect of certain property in which he claims to have a 
beneficial iuterest, and you for-.' ard a copy of the schedule filed by Mr. Hewlett 
when he became banla-iipt in the year la'o4, containing a recital of his marriage 
settlement. 

The Commissioners return the schedule herewith, and they desire at the same 
time to state that they have addressed the Board of Guardians ou the sulject of 
the late inquiry, and have adverted to this document as showing, in the absence 
of any rebutting evidence, that Mr. J. E. HowTett is not tutltled to vote in 
resoeot of the property in the settlement. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To Thomas Boyd, Esq., 

Chilcombe Lodge,' New Ross. 



279 - 
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(No. 11400—60.) 

No. 57. — Lettee from the Reverend Mr. Walsh to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross, 18 May 1860. 

Accept my most grateful acknowledgments for your prompt and kind atten- 
tion. to my letters to you with reference to my right to vote as proxy for Mr. 
ClifFe, at the election of guardians for the electoral division of New Ross, and 
the trouble you have taken to explain to me the law on the subject. You are 
aware, gentlemen, that after the voting papers were returned, a scrutiny was 
held by some of the guardians with the returning officer, and the result was, 
that Mr. Power, Mr. Roche, and Mr. Boyd, were declared by the returning 
officer to be duly elected, and as such took their seats at the Board. 

Mr. Boyd, some time after this declaration was made by the returning officer, 
went up to the workhouse, and looking over the list of voters, reported to the 
returning officer that Mr. Walsh had a majority of oue over Mr. Roche. I need 
not say it was quite illegal for Mr. Boyd to re-open the list, and quite illegal 
for the returning officer to allow him to do so without the authority of the Com- 
missioners. It was this one-sided scrutiny that obliged the other party to call 
for a sworn investigation, the report of which is now before you, and must 
satisfy you, gentlemen, that Power, Roche and Boyd, were duly elected. Many 
irregularities, to say the least of them, occurred during the election, which 
would seem to call for a new election ; and although I am certain that the three 
persons put in nomination by me would bo now returned or elected, yet as there 
is great excitement in town, would it not be better, gentlemen, to confirm the 
election of Power, Roche and Boyd, than add to the excitement by a new elec- 
tion, particularly as they have been so long sitting as guardians, and so much of 
the year gone by ; this decision ought to satisfy all parties. I make this sugges- 
tion with all due respect, and hope you will pardon the liberty I have taken? 

I have, fee. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (.signed) James Walsh, P. P. 



(No. 11400—60.) 

No. 58. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Reverend Mr. Walsh. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Reverend Sir, 24 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the Lavvs for the Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 18 th instant, relative to 
the late election of guardians for the New Ross Electoral Division of New Ross 
Union ; and in reference thereto, the Commissioners desire to state that the 
candidates returned by the returning officer as having been duly elected, were 
Me^rs. Power, Boyd and Walsh; and the result of the investigation by Mr. 
Hamilton has been to confirm the correctness of that return, and no new election 
would therefore appear to be necessary. 

The Commissioners have the returning officer’s conduct under consideration. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Reverend James Walsh, P. P., 

New Ross. 



(No. 11402—60.) 

No. 59. — Letter from Mr. P. J. Roche to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross, 18 May 1860. 

On my return from home on urgent business, I received a copy of your epistle, 
dated Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 7th May 1860, No. 1 0407 — 60 , New 
Ross Union, in which you mention having received a' letter from Mr. Boyd, inform- 
ing you of the fact tliat 1 attend the meetings of the Board, although according to 
the official return made by their returning officer, Mr. John Walsh has been de- 
clared duly elected, and not Mr. Roche. You then state that “ the return made by 
the returning officer to this office has the names of Messrs. John Walsh, Thomas 

Boyd. 
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Bovcl and Michael Power, os the guardians elected by a majority of votcs_ for 
the electoral division of New Ross." Also, that “ the Comraiss.oners consider 
Mr. Roche has no riaht to act in the capacity of guardian. On tiie other hand, 
Mr. Walsh, who is returned as guardian, is entitled to act peudmg the inquiry, 
&c. &c. In reply, I beg to express my utmost suvprLe, in tlie face cf such facts 
as i shall lay before you—facts wliich i presume you must have been in full pos- 
session of— why, at the instance of any man, you should liave issued such a 
document for publication. 1 cannot avoid feeling it as a personal _ m.sult, as it 
clearly conveys to the public that I attended the New Ross Board without autho- 
rity, and that I usurp ihe place of Mr. John Walsh. I enclose you a copy ot my 
official notice of being elected guardian. _ I enclose copy of notice, also, that 
I was duly elected a member of the committee of management tor New Koss 
dispensary district, &c. I regularly received the ordinary notices to attend all 
the meetings of the Board up to the 9th instant, a meeting which did not take 

place till two davs after the date of yours. , , , , • 

^ I cannot doubt for an instant, in the face of enclosed documents, you can hesi- 
tate to make reparation (as you are honourably bound to do) tor the very un- 

hant^ome position your epistle has placeil me before the public. _ 

I want nothing but strict justice in this election. It I am dented tins, 1 must 
and will have it scrutinized before Parliament. Yon have the documentary evi- 
dence that I was duly elected ; why tlien, pending an inquiry, shonM any otner 

candidate be directed to act ? x 

I am, &c. 

fsinned) P. J- Roche. 



Enclosure in No. 59. 



(No. 11,402-60.; 



(Forji K.) 

Letter to the Guardians elected. 

1860, at 11 o’clock in the forenoon. . . ,t i iccn 

Signed on this 27th day of March 1860. 

® Robert W. Carlcton, 

Clerk to the Guardians of tlic Poor 
To Patrick J. Kochc, Esq. «f *>>' 



PoRii No. 3. 

Noticj: to be riven by tbe Clerk of tbe Union to eneb Slember of every Dispensary 
SiiSee on the Amnal Completion of tbe Committees of Managenrent of Dispensary 
Bktricts. . . 

Q. New Ross Dispensary District. 

Nctice is hereby ■’iyen you, that in pursuance of the pro-v^ions of section 7 of the Act 
14 & 15 Vicl c. you h^ve been elected by the Board ot Gn.irduns of the above union 
a number of the committee of management of the above dispensary di.ri.ct m the 
nnion and the next meeting of tbe said committee is to be held at the dispensaiy ™ 
TK.,v=<lftv thp 5th day of April 1860, at the hour of 12 o clock, noon. Check 
Ms MPtainii tickets medico reUef in tbe presented forms, can be obtained nt the 
^pensa^jTifemine, from time to time, when tLose already issued to you have been 

Signed tWs 31st day of March i860. 

^ , T T> 1 Robert W. Carkton, 

^f Net 



(No. 11,402—60.) 

No. 60. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Roche. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 



o.. Dublin, 22 May 1880. 

THE^Commissioaers for administering the laws for relief of the poor in 
Ireland acknowledge the receipt of yonr letter of the 18th instant, on the subjec^ 

m- ° 
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of the late election of guurclians for New Ross electoral division of New Ross 
Union, in which you complain of the terms of the Cemmissioners’ letter to the 
Board of Guardiuns. poiniing cut that j’-ou had no right to act in the capacity 
of a guardian, not having been returned as such by the returning officer. 

The Commissioners much regret that you should be subject to any unplea- 
santness in this matter, but as the returning officer returned Mi*. Walsh to the 
Commissioners as tiie guardian elected witli Messrs. Boyd and Power, the Com- 
missioners could not do otherwise, when their attention was called to the cir- 
cumstance, than point out to the Board of Guardians that Mr. Walsh was, 
according to the SSth section of the Irish Poor Relief Act, entitled to act, and 
that you not having, according to the returning officer’s return, obtained a 
majority of valid voles were not entitled. 

The proceedings of Mr. Carleton, the clerk and returning officer, in not having 
informed you of the circumstance, when he discovered that you had not obtained 
a majority of valid votes, and in continuing to forward notices to you as guar- 
dian, after he had returned Mr. Walsh as the guardian elected, appear to have 
been the means of placing you in the unpleasant position of which you com- 
plain. 

The Commissioners enclose, for your information, an extract from a letter 
which they have this day addressed to the Board of Guardians relative to the 
recent inquiry by Mr. Hamilton, in which they advert to the returning otScer’s 
conduct in this case. 

By ordei’, &c. 

To Patrick J. Roclie, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, 

New Ross. Chief Clerk. 



(No. 11,007— GO.) 

No. Gl. — L etteh from Mr. Alartin J. Hoiolett to ttie Commissioners. 

Office, South-street, 

Gentlemen, New Ross, 24 May 18G0. 

Being iusiructed by a large and iniluential body of the rate-pavers of this 
electoral division to act lor them as their solicitor, I now, on their'behalf, beg 
to be informed if it is your intention to confirm under seal the election of Mr. 
Walsh as Poor Law guardian of this division ; and further, if it is your deter- 
mination to persist in disailowinjr the voles of Mr. .lames E. Hewlett, and of 
allowing the votes of Mr. George Alexander. 

Because, such being the case, the body of rate-payers, on whose behalf I seek 
this information, conceive that they have fair and j"ust grounds to question the 
legality ot the coiiclu.sion you have arrived at; and, acting upou counsel’s 
opinion, will bring the matter before a higher tribunal to be adjudicated upon. 
The favour of an early reply will much oblige. 

I have, &c. 

To the Commissioners for (signed) Marlin J. Howlett. 

administeiing the Laws for Relief of the 
Poor in Ireland. 



(No. 11,908—60.) 

No. 62. — Letter from Mr. James E. Ilowlett to the Commissioners. 

Priory-street, New Ross, 

Gentlemen, 24 May 1860. 

Having on yesterday attended, as one of the guardians of the union, the weekly 
meeting, I heard read out in the public Board-room a document, peculiar in its 
way, from the Poor Law Commissioners, in reference to the late election of 
guardians for this division ; but for the present I have only to notice your 
remarks in reference to my own private affairs, and I have to request you will 
inform me on what grounds you take the liberty of paiading them before the 
public without previously paying the common courtesy of communicating with 
me,- and giving me intimation of your receiving the letter from Mr. Boyd, to 
which you refer, and which I may mention is incoiTect. 
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It is not toy intention to have many communications with you oii the sulyect, 
but I now ask if you are really serious in disallowing my votes as landlord ; as, 
if you are, you may rest assured the matter must be decided before a higher 
tribunal thiiii the Commissioners for administering tlie laws for relief of the poor 
in Ireland. I totally deny your riglif. to go into the question of title; but even 
if yon had the right, would it be a proper course for you to decide that right 
behind the back of the person alone interested, or would any of our superior 
courts of law act in such a manner? 

I now, for vouv information, beg to state that I am, and have been for many 
years, in the free and undisputed possession of iny property ; I pay my head- 
rents and taxes of all kinds myself (give my own receipts) ; ami, for your further 
information, I enclose a letter from .\li‘. Boyd himself, as-king me to send him a 
receipt for a year’s rent of a house he holds from me, commencing September 
1855, and taking credit for poor rates from 1853 and 1854. I also euclo-se eight 
rent receipts from 18.’)3-34 to present time, some of them made out by Mr. Boyd’s 
own clerks (which, with Mr. Boyd’s note, you will be so good as to reitirn), and 
yet I am to be told I exercised no right over the property, and cannot vote. I 
must also dissent from that part of your letter regarding me, in whiclj you say I 
verified all you wrote. 

Awaiting a reply at your earliest convenience, 

I am, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) James E. Hewlett. 

Dublin. 



(No. 11,945—60.) 

No. 63. — Extr.\ct fiMin Guardians’ Minutes, dated 23 May 1800. 

Read Letter, No. 10,5)99— GO, dated 22d May I860, relative to inquiry held 
into the recent election of guardians tor the New Ross electoral division. 

Proposed by S. T. Harman, Esq.; seconded by Thomas B.yd, Esii- : 

Resolved, — That, considering 'be complicated duties Mr. Carletou has to dis- 
charge at a contest for the New Uoss eiectornl division, and the manner which 
he has hitherto discharged the duties of seiuruing officer, the Board have every 
confidence tliat office will ije impavtiallv conducted by inm. 

It was proposed, as an amendment, to defer the consideration of tliis subject 
until this day’ week. 

The question having been pressed, the giuirdians divided 

For the amendment Philip Doyle, Michael Power, E. A. Byrne, Thomas 
Sutton, Thomas Brehnn, James E. Howlett, F. A. Leigh, aud the Chairman— 8- 

Ao'ainst it: — S. D. Guff, John Fiynu, Luke Whitney, S. T. Harman, Robert 
Tyndall, Walter Breen, Thomas Buyd, NV. ?J. Glascott, G. W. Bulton, A. Lam- 
bert, and H. Lambert, J. p. — 11. 

Declined to vote : — E. R. O’Farrell. 

The original resolution was put: 

For:— S. D. Goff, John Flynn, Luke Whitney, S. T. Harmon, R. Tyndall, 
W. Breen, Thomas Boyd, W. M. Glascott, G. W. Bolton, H. Lambert, juu.— 10. 

Ao-ainst :~Philip Doyle, Michael Power, E. A. Byrne, Thomas Svitton, and 
James E. Howlett — 5. , , r., . 

Declined to vote : — John Ryan, A. Lambert, and the Chairman. 

The resolution was consequently declared carried. 

« * • • * * * * * 

Proposed by Jlicbael Power, Esq. ; seconded by E. A. Byrne, Esq. 

Resolved,— That the Commissioners be requested to re-consider their deci.»ion 
before issuing an order deciding the Poor Law election for New Ross division, 
for these reasons: — 

1. Rev. Mr. Walsh should have been allowed to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, 

the Commissioners having so decided, and the Rev. Mr. Walsh having claimed 
his right to vote. i i i • 

2. Mr. J. E. Howlett should have been allowed, because he is clearly m pos- 
session of tlie property out of which he votes, subject only to an annuity of 200 Z. 
a veaT, and another of 60 Z. a year. These annuities do not deprive him of the 

270. G 2 ownership. 
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ownership, iind he himself receives the rents and gives receipts in his own name, 
Mr. Boyd himself being one of the tenants. 

3. Mr. G. Alexandei-’s votes slioutd have been disallowed, he having only 
commenced his tenancy on the 1 st November last, as his evidence shows ; and 
he having never paid any rates for the bridge tolls. 

The guardians divided. 

For rile resolution : — 'VV. Breene, Michael Power, James E. Howlett, E. A. 
Byrne, E. R. O’Furrell, and the Chairman — 6. 

Against : — Thonita Brehon and Luke Whitney — 2. 

Philip Doyle declined to vote. 



(No- 12,013—60.) 

No. 64.— Letter from Mr. F. J. Roche to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Rosa, 25 May 1860. 

I DULY received yours of the 22d instant, and note contents. But I find in 
your letter to the New Ross Board, you say you think you cannot allow Mr. 
Rowlett’s votes, and as it would appear you «cre in donbt, I beg to say I have 
made arrangements to liave some of tlie best law opinions in the United Kingdom 
in reference to them. Mr. Rowlett has written you on tlie subject, which may 
help yon to a clear and defined decision on them. In reference to Mr. Ale.vander’s 
votes, you are made awaie long since by the clerk of this union, that he is not a 
rale-payer, and I am at a loss to know on what legal ground you can allow his 
votes. 1 have laid liis case before counsel also. If Mr, Rowlett’s information 
has enabled you to decide ou the validity of his voles, it secures my return as a 
guardian of New Ross Union, otherwise I have no doubt of being able to show 
you in the most indisputable manner that I am entitled to that honour on other 
grounds. 

I am, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) P. J. Roche. 

Dublin. 



(No. 12,013—60.) 

No. 66. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Roche. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 26 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland, 
acknowledge tlie receipt of your letter of the 25th instant, on the subject of the 
late election of guardians for New Ross electoral division of New Ross Union, 
and in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to acquaint you that they have 
received a communication from Mr. W. J. Rowlett on the subject, and intend 
to take the opinion of counsel on the subject of bis right to vote. 

By order, &c. 

To P. J. Roche Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk 

New Ross. 



(No. 12,013—60.) 

No. 66.— Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 26 May 1860. 

With reference to the Commissioners’ letter of the 22d instant, on the subject 
of the inquiry held by Mr. Hamilton into the late election of guardians for New 
Ross electoral division of New Ross Union, the Commissioners for administering 
the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland desire to acquaint the Board of Guardians 

that 
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that thev have received a comiiuinication from Mr. V'. J. Howlett, submitting 
some facts in reference to his claim to be entitled to vote in respect of certain 
property in New Ross, which is stated to he in settlement, and the Commissioners 
contemplate taking the opinion of counsel on the subject of Mr. Howlett’s right 
to vote in respect of that property. . r, i « 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk, New Ross Union (signed) .B. Chief Clerk. 



(No. 12,013 — 60.) 

jijo. 67. Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. J. E. Hoiolett. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

gjj. Dublin, 26 May 1860. 

With reference to your letter of the 24th instant, on the subject of the question 
•which has been raised as to yoiiv right to vote at elections of guardians in respect 
of rertain property in New Ross electoral division, tlie Commissioners for 
administerin'’' the laws for relief of the poor in Ireiuud desire to state, that they 
presume you have laid before them all the facts on which you rely as entitling 
you to rote in respect of the property in settlement, and the Commissioners 
intend to obtain the advice of counsel as to your right to vote. 

Should you desire to add any further particulars, the Commissioners will be 
hanov to include them in the case. 

By order, &c. 

To James E. Hewlett, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Priory-street, New Ross. 



(No. 12,013—60.) 

No. 68. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Waish and Mr. Boyd. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 20 May 1860. 

With reference to the correspondence which has taken place on the subject 
of the late electiou of guardians for Nev\‘ Ross electoral aivLiou of New Ross 
Union, the Commissioners for administering the iatvs for relief of the po<^ in 
Ireland desire to acquaint you that, they have received a communication from 
Mr. W. J. Howlett, submitting some facts in reference to his claim to be entitled 
to vote in respect of certain property in New Ross which is staled to 
be in settlement, and the Commissioners contemplate taking the opinion ot 
counsel on tlie subject of Mr. Howlett’s right to vote in respect of that pro- 

By order, &c. 

To John Walsh, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Mount Elliott, New Ross. 

Thomas Boyd, Esq. 

Chilcombe Lodge, New Ross. 



(No. 12,108—60.) 

No. 69. — Letter from the Reverend Mr. ilsh to the Commissioners. 
(Private.) 

Gentlemen Ross, 27 May 1860. 

I Hiu the honour of receiving your letter of the 24th of May, No. 1M0». 
informing me that the result of the sworn investigation was that Power, Boyd, 
and WalS. were returned.” This decision surpnses 'whtd from ‘he 

guardians who were present, that Power, Boyd, and Roche had a majority of 
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votes ; and that ray votes as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, as a matter of course were 
admitted. ’ 

Your letter, gentleraeii, of the 7th of May, stating that the 84 th section of 
tile Irish Poor Relief Act does not require the party appointing the proxv to give 
those pavticuliu’s, but provides that they may be given either by him or his 
proxy ; and inforraiug me that the returning officer ought to have received my 
proxy votes, and ought to have sent me a form ^ for, gentlemen, I stated in my 
voting paper ray right to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe. This letter, if uothini 
else, satisfied me that my pro.xy votes ought and were received by the Com- 
missioners. The state of tiie case is this ; Mr. Cliffe had previously given his 
proxy votes to Mr. Boyd, and had then described the property for whidi he was 
entitled to vote. Mr. Cliffe subsequently takes from Mr. Boyd this power of 
voting, and transfei-s it to me. There is no law or section of law reqiiirino- Mr. 
Cliffe again to point out the property ibr which the votes were to be aiven by me 
for the election of guardians in the same electoral division ; and eve'll if it were 
necessary for either Mr. Cliffe or me, as you say, gentlemen, the law leaves it 
optional. I should not be deprived of my right to vote by the culpable omis- 
sion of the returning officer in not sending methe form, which he says himself he 
promised to do. 

1 therefore, gentlemen, moit respectfully submit that my proxy votes for Mr, 
Cliffe should be received, and this is the opinion of an eminent lawyer. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) J^mes ITuZs/t, p. p. 



(No. 12,103 — 60.) 

No. 70. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Reverend Mr. IfWs/i. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Reverend Sir, 30 May I860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in 
Ireland acknowledge the receipt of yonr letter of the 27th instant, on the sub- 
ject of your complaint that you were deprived of your right to vote as proxy 
for Mr. Cliffe in the election of guardians for the New Ross electoral division in 
March last; and in reference thereto, the Commissioners desire to state that this 
case dees not appear to have been brought forward at the inquiry, and the ques- 
tion was not considered in reference to .VIr. Walsh’s right to act as guardian. 

As the Commissioners understand the case, you did not vote as proxy for Mr, 
Cliffe, not having been afforded the opportunity of doing so by the returning 
officer, although you claimed your right to do so. 

The Commissioners could not allow votes which did not appear to have been 
actually given ; but had those votes been given and disallowed bv the returning 
officer, aud the subject brought forward at the inquiry, they might, on being 
satisfied of the facts, have overruled the returning officer's decision. 

By order, &c, 

(signed) B. BanAs, Chief Clerk. 

To the Reverend J. Walsh, p. p. 

New Ross. 



(No. 12,103—60.) 

No. 71. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, _ _ _ 30 May 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in 
Ireland transmit to yon herewith a copy of a letter which th.ey have received 
from the Rev. J. Walsh, on the subject of his complaint that he was deprived of 
his right to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe in the general election of guardians for 
the New Ross electoral division in ilarch last, together with a copy of the 
Commissioners’ reply. 

The 
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The Commissioners do not understand from the correspondence which has 
taken place on this subject, that the Rev. Mr. Walsh had actually tendered his 
■vote on a voting paper, but rather tliat you had withheld a voting paper from 
him as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, not considering him entitled to vote in that 

*^^Mr!Tvalsh, however, adverts in his present letter to a statement made on his 
votino- paper of bis right to vote as proxy for ‘Mr. Clifte ; and tlie Commis- 
sioners request you will explain fully the circumstances connected 'uili this 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banlcs, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk and Returning Officer, 

New Ross Union. 



(No. 12,165—60.) 

No. 72.— Letter from Mr. Eoijd to the Commissioners, 



Re New Ross Union. 

Gentlemen, 1S60. 

I BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 26th May, and although 
I do not wish to impute any inaccuracy to Mr. Hewlett, still, as you contem- 
plate submittinsr the claim of that gentleman to the opinion of counsel, founded 
on some facts which have been slated by him, I am save you will be inclined 
to a^ree with me, that the facts so stated should in the first instance be ascer- 
tained to exist hevond any doubt, and with that view that 1 should be informed 



what those facts are. . ^ , , , , ,rr 

So far as I am mvself concerned, or that of Mr. V alsh, on whose behalt I am 
interested, I can have no objection whatever to Mr. Hewlett seeing any corres- 
pondence on the subject, sliould he desire it. 

As I am on this subject of the New Ross election, I have to call your attention 
to a proceeding which occurred on the day of the last meeting of the Board of 
Guardians ; there was a very large attendance of the guardians (who are deeply 
interested in the affairs of the union) ; and shortly after three o’clock the majority 
of them withdrew, under the impression that no other business calling lur d:s- 
cns*ion would be brought forwai-d ; but, notwiihsUuuUng a bye-law of the Board, 
that no resolution be proposed after three o'clock, it appears Irom the report of 
the proceedino-s in the newspapers that resolutions, of which not the slightest 
intimation had^een previously given, were subsequently proposed, and of course 
passed ; and if the report be accurate, one oi them, referring to ftir. Alex-aider s 
vote contains a statement inconsistent with the truth, namely, tbui he only 
became tenant to the tolls of Ross Bridge la=t November ; the fact being that he 

has been such tenant for upwards of 10 years. 

I should add that I am quite sure Mr. Power, who proposed the resolutions, 
would not have done so had he been aware of tlie bye-law in question. 

I leave this matter altogether in your hands, being obliged to leave lor Dubhn 
for some days. I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) Thos. Bo^d. 

Dublin. 



(No. 12,165—60.) 

73.— Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Boyd. 



Poor Law Commission Office, 

gjj. Dublin, 2 June 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th ultimo, m which you suggest 
that you should be made acquaiuted with the facts stated by iUr. Howie tt,_rela. 
tive to bis votes in the late election of guardians fur New Ross electoral division^ 
279. ® 4 
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which the Commissionevs propose to lay before counsel, in order that those facts 
may in ihe first instance be ascertained to exist beyond any doubt. 

In reply, the Commissioners desire to state that, if any doubt occurs to them 
as to any of the facts they may lay before counsel, they will not fail to make any 
further inquiry regarding them which may appear to be necessary. 

With regard to the resolution passed by the Board of Guardians on the 23d 
ultimo on the subject of the election and the recent inquiry, the Commissioners 
will not fail to bear in mind your statement of the duration of Mr. Alexander’s 
tenancy of the tolls of New Ross Bridge. 

By order, &c. 

To Thomas Boyd, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

New Ross. 



(No. 12,106—60.) 

No. 74. — Letteh from Mr. Roche to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross, 28 May 1860 . 

I AM favoured with yours of the 26th instant, in reference to the late election 
ofthis division, and in which you state you should take counsel’s opinion regarding 
Mr. James E. Hewlett’s votes as a landlord. In the absence of such, in the first 
place, I beg to enter my protest against your right of sending down a sealed order 
to confirm the return of Mr. Walsh ; secondly, I have to inform }'ou that I have 
got the opinion of a gentleman whose authority on the point ls notsecond to that 
of any in Ireland, and that it has been corroborated by an eminent advocate in 
England ; hence I earnestly request you will, witliout further vacillation on the 
subject, send down a sealed order to confirm my retura. I wish vou to under- 
stand that 1 by no means desire to write disrespectfully, but that I cannot avoid 
giving expression to ray feelings on the subject from the tremendous amount of 
annoyance and irritation that has been caused b}' the improper management from 
the date of my return on the 26th March to the present moment. 

You charge the retnrning officer with incompetency, &c. &c., a matter in 
which I will not interfere, but I consider I have grave cause of complaint. 

I must here be permitted to remark that functionaries charged with the 
administration of justice should not, under the most sublime influence, leave 
room for an imputation on their character by acting otherwise than honourably 
and just. When Mr. Walsh’s return was so hastily forwarded you on the 30th 
March, you refused to sanction it, I presume, bn the highest grounds, namely, that 
the number of disputed votes in question should be disposed of before sanctioning a 
second return, and you more than once complained of the manner in which 
things were done. 

It appears from the beginuing quite manifest that if things were fairly managed 
I had an undoubted majority of valid votes. 

How you can reconcile under the circumstances the fact of having sanctioned 
Mr. Walsh’s return on the 7th May, and refused doing so on, I think, the 
9th April ; it wears the appearance of your having been influenced, and having 
placed me in the unhandsome position I was then placed before the public, by, it 
would appear, very questionable means. It also deprived me of my just right of 
attending the Board. I want justice only, and that I must have. You men- 
tioned in one of yours that the returning officer was accountable for ray losing 
Mr. ClifFe’s votes ; and you do not appear to have good grounds for having 
allowed Mr. Alexander’s voles against me ; and you even hesitate allowing Mr. 
James E. Hewlett’s, after such evidence of his right on that point. 

I will thank you for a reply on the subject in course of post, as I presume you 
have had by this time counsel’s opinion. 

I am, kc. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) P. Roche. 

Dublin. 
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(No. 12166— GO.) 

No. 76.— Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Roche. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dubliu, 
Sir, 2 June 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th ultimo, on the subject of the 
election of guardians for the New Ross electoral division of New Ross Union for 
the current year ; and in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to inform 
you that they retain their intention of submitting some points to the opinion of 
counsel before they finally decide on the right of Mr. Walsh, who is the guar- 
dian returned to act in that capacity. 

If you have any further facts to communicate, bearing on the questions alluded 
to in your letter, or if you are disposed to lay before the Commissioners the 
opinions which you state you have received from counsel, the Commissioners will 
give their best attention to such facts or opinions. 

The Commissioners do not feel it necessary to make any other reply to your 
observations on the supposed unfairness of their pi’oceediiigs, than to assure you 
that they are not within the reach of any influence, and feel no interest whatever 
in the result of the inquiry, but only a desire to ascertain the real merits of the 
case. 

By order, &c. 

To P. J. Roche, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

New Ross. 



(No. 121 67—60.) 

No. 76 — Letter from Mr. J. E. Howlett to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Priorv-street, New Ross, 28 May I860. 

1 HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 26th instant, saying 
you intend to obtain the advice of counsel as to my right to vote as landlord, and if 
I bad any further particulars to add to what. I liave already stated, you would be 
happy to include them iu the case. In answer, I had only to repeat that the 
management of the property in question was never taken out of my bands, neither 
was it ever out of my possession ; that I am the person rated iu the books, and 
no one else asked or held accountable for head rents or taxes; under such circum- 
stances I believe there cannot be a doubt as to my right to vote ; and I may also 
mention, counsel (whose opinion is now before me) tally coincides in my views, 
and states, vou had no authority whatever to disallow them, and much more not. 
now' ntcessary to go into. 

I liave ao-ain to complain of the want of courtesy towards me ou the part of 
the Commissioners in parading my pivate affairs before the public, without my 
authoritv, or receiving any communication from them. 

Awaiting your answer, 

1 am, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) James E. HowlcU. 

&c. See. &c. 



(No. 12167—60.) 

77, — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. J. E. Hcmletl. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

gij. Dublin, 2 June I860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th ultimo, relative to your votes 
in the late election of Guardians for the New Ross electoral division; and in 
reference thereto the Commissioners desire io_ inform yon that they will be glad 
to receive from you any communication bearing on the question of your right 
to vote, especially the opinion which you say you have received from counsel, as 
it is the intention of the Commissioners lo consult counsel themselves before they 
finally decide that question. 

279 . “ 
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The Commissioners regret that any annoyance is occasioned to you by the 
fact of your private affairs having been referred to in their correspondence, but 
it is quite impossible for them in dealing with public questions of this nature to 
do otherwise than enter fully into the bearing of any facts affecting those questions 
which may be brought before tbeni. 

By order, &e. 

James E. Hewlett, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Priory-stmet, New Ross. 



(No. 12350 — 60.) 

No. 78. — Letter from Mr. Martin J. Hewlett, to the Commissionei-s. 

Gentlemen, _ New Ross, 30 May I860. 

As I am pressed by the ratepayers of this electoral division to carryout that 
opinion of counsel taken by them in relation to the late election of Poor Law 
Guardians for this division, I wouidrespectfully ask you for a reply to my letter 
of the 24th instant, as I would be most reluctant to have recourse to ulterior 
proceedings until I shall have the favour of your reply. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) Martin J. Hewlett. 
To the Commissioners for administering the Laws 
for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland. 



(No. 12350 — 60.) 

No. 79. — Letter from the Commissioner to Mr. Martin J. Hewlett. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 31 May 1860. 

The Commksioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 30th instant, relative to the late elec- 
tion of Guardians for the New Ross electoral division of the New Ross Union, and 
in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to state that, as the return at present 
stands, Messrs. Power, Boyd and Walsh are the guardians elected, they being 
the parties returned by the returning of&cer, in pursuance of the provisions of 
the 88th section of the Irish Poor Relief Act. 

The Commissioners intend to issue an order, under the power given to them 
by the 23d section of the 6 & 7 Vic. cap. 92, for determining the question 
which has arisen on the subject, and having received some further information 
which appears to them to be of material consequence, they have determined 
to submit some doubtful points to counsel before aniving at a final conclusion. 

The Commissioners will communicate tlieir decision as early as practicable, 
but in the meantime the return made by the returning officer remains in 
force. 

By order, &c . 

To Martin J. Howlett, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

New Ross. 



(No. 12415—60.) 

No. 80. — Letter from Mr. Martin J. Hewlett Xo the Commissioners. 

South-street, New Ross. 

Gentlemen, 31 May 1860. 

I AM instructed by the Reverend James Walsh, Parish Priest of St. Mary’s, 
New Ross, to acknowledge the receipt of your letter to liim of the 30th instant, 

relative 
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relative to Mr. Cliffe’s proxy. In reply, I beg to inform you, tliat you labour 
under erroneous impressions regarding the same. First, your inspector refused 
when called upon to inquire into the matter, inasmuch as the Commissioners were 
at the time in direct communication with the returning officer on the subject of 
Mr. Cliffe’s proxy, and in one of their communications informed the returning 
officer that he should have allowed Mr. Cliffe’s votes. 

Secondly, the Reverend Mr. Walsh did vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, as will be 
seen by his voting paper. 

'I'he" Reverend Mr. Walsh desires that the Commissioners’ attention be parti- 
cularly directed to these facts. 

I have, fee. 

(signed) Martin J. Howlett. 

To the Commissioners for adniinistering the Laws 
for Relief of the Poor in Ireland. 



(No. 12415—60.) 

No. 81. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Martin J. Howlett. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 9 June 1860. 

The Commissioners for administeriug the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 31st ultimo, relating to the com- 
plaint of the Rev. Mr. Walsh, that he was deprived of his right to vole as proxy 
for hJr. Cliffe in the election of guardians for the New Ross electoral division in 
March last; and in reference thereto the Commissioners de.sire to state that they 
have included the question of whether Mr. Walsh’s votes, as proxy for Mr. Cliffe, 
ought to be allowed under the circumstances, in a case submitted to counsel in 
reference to other matters arising out of the late election. 

By order, kc. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

To Martin J. Hewlett, Esq., Chief Clerk. 

South-street, New Ross, 



(No. 12416—60.) 

No. 82 . — Letter from the Returning Officer to tlie Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, New Ross Union, 31 May 1860. 

I BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 30th instant (No. 
12103 — 60), transmitting copy of a letter wliich you have received from the 
Rev. J. Walsli, on the sumect of his corapluiut, that he was deprived of his riaht 
to vote as proxy for Mr. Cliffe in the general election of guardians for the New 
Ross electoral division in March last, together with a copy of your reply. 

In reference tliereto, I beg to transmit herewith the voting paper on which 
the Rev. Mr. Walsh voted as an occupier, to which is appended a note, “ Mr, 
Cliffe, of Beliview, wrote to Mr, Carleton, entrusting his proxies to me.” This 
paper fully explains itself, and I do nut see that I can add any further informa- 
tion. I have stated everything connected with this subject as fully as In my 
power in my letters of the 17th ultimo and 3d instant. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Robert 7V. CarUlon, 

The Poor Law Commissioners. Returning Officer. 



2 
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Copy of Voting Paper, enclosed in No. 82 . 

Form H. I. Voting Paper for Divisions. [No. .] 



New Ross Union. — New Ross Electoral Division. 
Voting Paper for Three Guardians. 



Initials of the 
Voter 

agunsi tbc Names 
of the 
Persona for 
whom iteincenda 
10 Vote. 


Names of Parsons 
Nominated as Candidalas 
for the 

Office of Guardian. 


Residence 
of each 

Person Nominated. 


Quality or Catling 
of eaitli 

Peisoa Nommated. 


Name of Nominator of each 
Candidate. 


Residence 
of Nominator, 


J. W. 


Patrick J. Roche 


New Ross 


j 

Merchant 


Edmond A. Byrne 


Rosemount. 


J.W. - 


Patrick Carty - 


New Ross 


Shopkeeper - 


Edmond A. Byrne 


Rosemount. 




John Walsh 


Mount Elliott 


Farmer 


Thomas Boyd 


Chilcomb. 




Thomas Boyd 


Chilcomb 


Solicitor 


Thomas Boyd 


Chilcomb. 


J.W.- 


Michael Power « 


Chilcomb 


Merchant 

1 


Rev. James Walsh, P. P. 


New Ross. 



I 70 te for the person (or persons) in the above list against whose name (or names) my i.aitials are placed. 

(Signature or Mark of ’i’’oter), ./amc.->Walsh, P. P. 

(Residence of Voter), South-street, New Ross. 

Mr. Cliffa, of Bellview, wrote to Mr. Caricton, entrustiDg 
Ids proxies to me. 

If the voter cannot write, he must make lus mark, and his name must be wi-itten iu full by a witness, whose signature 
must follow ; and by whom the voter’s initials must be jdaced opposite to the names of the candidates for whom the voter 
intends to vote. Where the voter cannot write, and the voting paper is signed by a mark, the place for tlie signature 
his 

should be filled thus : — Michael + Murdock. Witness, Lawrence M'Cormick. 
mark 

When a proxy votes, ha is to state, under- his signature, for whom he is proxy ; as, David O’Callaghan, for Timothy 
Geogliegan. 

If initials he placed opposite to the names of more candidates than the number of Guardians to be elected for the 
division, or if the voting paper be not signed, or be not attested when attestation is required, the votes will be lost. 

This paper must be cai-ofully preserved, as a second cannot in any case be issued; and it must be ready for delivery 
to the collector of votes, who will leave it, and who will call for it on the day next but one after it is left. If the voting 
paper be not ready for tlie collector of votes when he so calls for it, the vote will be lost. 

No other person than the collector of votes is to receive the I'aper j and if tendered to the collector at any other place 
than tlie house at which it was left by him, it must be rejected. 

No other voting paper than that issued by the returning officer can be received by him. 

If any person shall knowingly and fraudulently, and with the intent of giving a greater number of votes than he is by 
law entitled to give, tender or forward to the returning officer a false statement of the grounds on which he claims to vole 
or give additional votes 5 or shall forge, falsify, or knowingly and fraudulently alter, after signature, any paper containing 
a statement of claim to vote, proxy, nomination, or vote for the election of guardians, or refusal to serve the office of 
guardian ; or shall conspire to forge, falsify, or so alter any such paper ; or shall knowingly tender or forward to the 
proper officer any such paper forged, falsified, or so altered as aforesaid; or shall wilfully suppress, carry off, destroy, or 
deface any statement of claim to vole, proxy, or nomination of a candidate for the office of guardian, after the same 
shall be duly signed ; or shall in like manner suppress, carry off, destroy, or deface any voting paper, after the same shall 
have been issued by the returning officer ; the person so offending is liable to a penalty of 10 i, recoverable by distress 
and sale of the offender’s goods, or to imprisonment for three months, on complaint and conviction before two justices 
of the peace. (6 & 7 Viet. c. 92, s. 25, and 14 & 15 Viet. c. 93, s. 22.) 
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(No. 12418—60.) 

No. 83. Letter from the Commissioners to the Returning Officer. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

gjp Dublin, 9 June I860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
ackno«ledoe the receipt of vonr letter of the 31st tihimo on the subject of the 
complaint of the Rev. Mr. Walsh, that he -was deprived of hia right to vote as 
proxy for Mr. Cliffe in the election of guardians for New Ross electoral division 
in March last; and in reference thereto, the Commissioners desire to state, that 
they have included the question of wiiether Mr. Walsh’s votes as pro.xy ought 
to have been allowed under the circumstances, in a case submitted to counsel in 
reference to other matters arising out of the election. 

Pending the receipt of counsel’s opinion, the Commissioners request, that you 
will inform them how many voles Mr. Walsh would have been entitled to as 
proxy for Mr. Cliffe, hau such votes been allowed. 

By order, See. 

To the Clerk and Reluming Officer, (signed) £. Banks, 

New Ross Union. Chief Clerk. 



(No. 12592—60.) 

No. 84. — Letter from Mr. J. E. Ilcni'Uti to the Commissioners. 

Pnory-street, New Ross, 

Gentlemen, 3 June I860. 

1 HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of j’our letter of yesterday, which contains 
precisely the same information relative to my votes at late election of guai’dians 
for New Ross division as your former letter, which was written the 26th ultimo, 
namely, “that the Commissioners at that date intended to obtain the advice of 
counsel as to my right to vote.” 

As it is quite" clear the object of the Commissioners is delay, I now decline 
having any further correspondence with them on the subject, and must in future 
refer you to Mr. Martin J. Hewlett, solicitor, who has been instructed by a 
large and influential number of the ratepayers to take such legal steps as counsel 
advised. 

I note your wishing me to send you counsel’s opinion ; as far as 1 am myself 
concerned, I would be most happy and anxious not only to send you the opinion 
but the case ; and I may again mention, the opinion is conclusive, and admits of 
no doubt whatever as to my right to vote. Mr. Howlett (solicitor), however, in 
whose hands the opinion is, does not feel called on to give you more information 
than you have had before you the last fortnight, and defines to send it; but 
surely it would not take you more than 48 hours to have any opiiiion you con- 
sidered necessary yourselves. Be so good as to return me the documents sent 
you. 

I have again to protest against your right of having paraded my private affairs 
before the public without my knowledge or authority, and I entertain a strong 
opiniou as to the legality of your having done so. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) James E. Howlett. 

The Poor-Law Commissioners. 



(No. .12593 — 60.) 

No. 85.— Letter from Mr. Martin J. Howlett to the Commissioners. 

South-street, New Ross, 

Gentlemen, ^ June i860. 

I HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of yours of the 81st May, in refily to a 
letter ofimine of the 30th May, written to you on the subject of the election of 
guardians for the electoral division of the New Ross Union. Now, thongh I feel 
279. I ^ great 
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great pleasure in giving you credit for the promptness and courtesy extended to 
me, in replying to my letter of the 31st so quickly, I feel, as a professional man 
acting on behalf of a public body, tliat I have every reason to complain of vour 
want of courtesy and fair dealing in never replying to my letter of the 24th May 
last. I mentioned in that letter wJty I wrote, by whom I was instructed, and 
in what capacity (which latter you seem to ignore altogether) ; therefore let me 
most respectfully tell you, that if you for a moment conceive, though you 
are a public body of high position and great importance, that you can slio-ht or 
insult a professional man acting for a public body, — if you thus conceive, I say 
plainly, I can ad'ord to smile at your innocence ; and, at the same time, remind 
you that there is a tribunal before whom you can at any time be arraiimed 
and who will deal with your conduct on its merits and as it deserves a tri- 

bunal before whom, and to whose decision princes and peers must bow with 
respect and submission — and that is the tribunal of public opinion. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) MartinJ. Howlett, Solicitor. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws 
for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland. 



(No. 12690—60.) 

No. 86. — LiiTTEii from Mr. P. J. Roche to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, ^ New Ross, 4 June 1860 . 

^ I AM favoured with yours of the 2d instant, regarding my election for tijis 
division, which is little short of an insult to my understanding, as it conveys 
precisely the same information as yours of that day week on tiie subject of Mr. 
Howlett s votes. 1 will not merely appeal to you, gentlemen, if it is fair or just 
to delay taking counsel’s opinion on Mr. Howlett’s right to vote ; how we in 
New Ross could so easily have had an opinion this day week, and you on the 
spot delay up to the present, where you have such a facility of having legal 
opinion. Mr. Howiett’s solicitor declines allowing the opinions to be sent 
you. 1 shall discontinue writing you, in order that you shall have no pretext to 
put me about longer. 

It would appear your object is delay, and 1 shall leave it witli you foi’, the pre- 
sent, to consider whether you are acting the part of men of business, See. 

rpi II ^ 

The 1 oor Law Commissioners, (signed) P. J. Roche. 

Dublin. 



(No. 12938—60.) 

No. 87. — Extract from Guardians’ Minutes, dated 6th June 1860. 

Proposed byE. A. Byrne, Esq., seconded by Michael Power, Esq. 

Resolved, That tlse Commissioners be requested to furnish the Board with 
full copies of the evidence taken before Mr. Hamilton, and his reports thereon, 
at each of the late inquiries held by him on the subject of the election of 
guardians for the New Ross electoral division. 

In pursuance of notice of motion given this day fortnight, — 

Proposed by James E. Howlett, Esq., seconded by E. A. Byrne, Esq. 

Resolved, That our county Member, Patrick M'Mahon, Esq., be respectfully 
requested to call on the Poor Law Commissioners for copies of all correspond- 
ence had with them in reference to the late election of guardians for the New 
Ross electoral division, and also to ascertain the cause of the Commissiouers not 
having long since made an order, under their seal, for the return of such guar- 
dian. 
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ciian, as they must know, from the evidence so long before them, had a right to 
the office ; they (the Commissioners) having written the Board so far back as 
the 26th last month, that tliey only required to take counsel's opinion upon one 
or two points connected with the election ; passed all tlie guardians attending 
this day present. 



(No. 13209 — 60.) 

No. 88 . — Letter from Mr. P. M'Mahm to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, 11 June 1860. 

I ENCLOSE you a copy of a Resolution adopted by the New Ross Board of 
Guardians on the 6tU instant,* and in compliance therewith have to request that 
you will favour me with a copy of the correspondence, and a statement of the 
cause of the delay in making the order therein referred to. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) P. M'Mahon. 

Dublin. 



(No. 13209—60.) 

pjo, 89 .— Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. M^AIahon. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 13 June 1860. 

The Commissioners for administering the laws for the relief of the poor in 
Ireland acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 11th instant, with which 
you forward a copy of a resolution passed by the Board of Guardians of New 
Ross ITniou, at their meeting on the 0th instant, relative to the late election of 
guardians for the New Ross electoral division ; and you request that the Com- 
missioners will favour you with a copy of the correspondence ou tlie subject of that 
election, and a statement of tlie cause of tlie delay in making the order refeiTed to 
in the guardians’ resolution. 

In reply, the Commissioners desire to stale, that they have given, and will 
continue to give their best attention to the case, which is one involving some 
difficulties, on which they have thought it right to take the advice of counsel. 

The Commissioners nuist decline to comply with your request to furnish you 
with a copy of the correspondence, or to enter into e.vplauations regarding the 
cause of the delay which has taken place iu deciding the question; as they do 
not hold themselves to be under any obligations of that nature in relation to 
individual Membere of Parliament. 

By order, See. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

To Patrick M'Mahon, Esq., m. p. Chief Clerk. 

House of Commons, London. 



(No. 11945—60.) 

No. 90.— Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

glj. Dublin, 14 June 1860. 

With reference to the resolution passed by the Board of Guardians of New 
Ross Union on the 23d ultimo, in which the guardians request the Commis- 
sioners to reconsider their decision in regard to the votes of the Reverend 
Mr Wal«h Mr. J. E. Hewlett, and Mr. George Alexander in the late election 
ofeuardians for New Ross electoral division before issuing an_ order declaring 
the^ result of that election, the Commissioners for admimstenng the laws for 

• relief 
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* See No. 87. 
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relief of the poor in Ireland desire to state that, having laid all the particulars 
of the three cases above referred to, together with the particulars relating to the 
votes of Mr. Lundy E. Foote iu respect of Mountgarrett Bridge, before Mr. 
Serjeant Fitzgibbon, he has advised that Mr. Hewlett is a ratepayer within the 
naeaning of the Act in respect of the property which is stated to be in settle- 
ment, and that he is therefore entitled to vote in respect of that property. By 
allowing these votes, Mr. Roche will be placed in a majority, and the Com- 
missioners liave accordingly given directions for the preparation of an order 
under the 23d section of the 6 & 7 Viet. c. 92, declaring Mr. Roche to be the 
guardian elected. 

In regard to Mr. Alexander’s votes and Mr. Lundy E. Foote’s votes, Mr. Fitz- 
gibboii has expressed an opinion that they were properly allowed ; but in regard to 
the Reverend Mr. Walsh’s claim to vote as proxy for Mr. Clifle, he is of opinion 
that there has been no such revocation of the previous appointment of Mr. Boyd 
as proxy for Mr. Clide as would enable Mr. Walsh to act as proxy for that 
gentleman. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

To the Clerk, New Ross Union. Chief Clerk. 



(No. 12165— GO.) 

No. 91. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Walsh. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 14 June I860. 

With reference to the Commissioners’ letter of the 26th ultimo, relative to the 
late election of guardians for the New Ross electoral division of the New Ross 
Union, in which the Commissioners informed you, that they contemplated taking 
the opinion of counsel oti the subject of Mr. Howlett’s right to vote in respect of 
certain property stated to be in settlement; the Commissioners for administering 
the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland now desire to inform you, tiiat they 
have been advised by Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon, that Mr. Howlett’s votes ouglit 
to be allowed ; and it appearing that by including those votes, the number of 
valid votes recorded for Mr. Roclie exceeds the number of votes recorded for 
you, the Commissioners have given directions fur the issue of an order declaring 
Mr. Roche to be the guardian elected. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, 

To John Walsh, Esq. Chief Clerk. 

Mount Elliot, New Ross. 



(No. 12165—60.) 



No. 92.— Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Boyd. 



Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 14 June 1860 . 

With reference to your letter of the 28th ultimo, relative to the late election 
of a guardian for the New Ross electoral division of New Ross Union, the 
Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland desire 
to state that they have been advised by Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon, that Mr. Hovv- 
lett is a ratepayer within the meaning of the Act in respect of the property which 
is stated to be in settlement, be being in receipt of the rents, and that be is there- 
fore entitled to vote in respect of that property. By allowing these votes Mr. 
Roche will be placed in a majority, and, the Commissioners have accordingly 
given directions for the preparation of an order declaring him to be the guardian 
elected. 



To Thomas Boyd, Esq. 
Chilcombe Lodge, New Ross. 



By order, &c. 
(signed) 



B. Banks, 

Chief Clerk. 
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(No. 12415—60.) 

No. 93. — Letteu from the Commissioners to Mr. Martin J. Howlelt. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

gjj. Dublin, 14 June 1860. 

With’ reference to vour letter of the 31st ultimo, on the subject of tlic Reverend 
Mr. Walsh’s claim to vote as proxy for .Vlr. Cliffe in the late election of guardians 
for the New Ross electoral division of New Ross Union, the Commissioners for 
administering tlie laws for relief of the poor in Ireland desire to state that they 
have been advised by Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon, that Mr. Walsh was not entitled 
to vote as proxy fur Mr. Cliffe, there having been no sufficient revocation of the 
previous appointment of Mr. Boyd as Mr. Cliffe’s proxy. 

By order, S>ic. 

To Martin J. Howiett, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

South-street, New Ross. 



(No. 125S2- 60.) 

No. 94. — Letter from the Commissioners to -Mr. J. JS. Howleii. 

Puor Law Commission Office, 

gjj Dublin, 14 June 1860. 

With reference to jour letter of the 3d instant, relative to the late election of 
guardians for the New Ross electoral division of the New Ross Union, the Com- 
missioners Lv administering tiie laws for relief of the poor in Ireland desire to 
state, that they have been advised by Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon, that your votes 
ought to be allowed under the circumstances, and as the allowance of those 
votes will place Mr. Roche in a majuriry, the Commissioners have given direction 
for the prepavaiion of an order declaring him to be the guardian elected. 

By order. See. 

To James E. Hewlett, Esq. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Priory-street, New Ross. 



(No. 12690—60.) 

No. 95.— Letter from the Comniissioners to Mr, Roche. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gjj.^ 14 June 1860. 

With reference tn your letter of the 4th instant, relative to tiie late election 
of guardians for the New Ross electoral division of the New Ross Union, ^ the 
Commissioners for administering the laws for relief of the poor in Ireland 
desire to state that, having nou been advised by Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon that 
Mr. Hewlett’s votes ought to be allowed, and it appearing that, by including 
those votes, the number of valid votes recorded lor you exceeds the number 
of votes recorded for Mr. Walsh, the Commissioners have given directions for 
the issue of an order declaring you to be the guardian elected. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

P. J. Roche, Esq., New Ross. 
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COPY of the Reports made by the Inspector 
appointed to inquire into the late Election of 
GtTABDiANa for the New Ross Electoral 
Ditision. 



{Mr. M‘Mahon.) 



Ordtrtd, bn The House of Commons, /o b, 
27 May 1861. 



\Price 8 d.] 
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